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Collectors  of  internal  revenue.    {See  Internal-revenue  collectors. ) 

Collisions  at  sea.    (See  Vessels.) 

Columbus,  Ohio,  letter  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  relative  to 

additional  appropriations  for  public  buildinj^  at 

Commerce  and  navigation,  report  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 

Statistics  on  foreign 

internal  commerce 

message  of  the  President  in  reference 
to  international  regulations  for  pre- 
venting collisions  at  sea 

Commissary-General  of  8u bsistence,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1 ) 

Commissioner  of  Agriculture,  annual  report  of,  for  1884 

1885 

letter  from,  transmitting  report  of 
conmiission  on  suppressing  dis- 
eases among  domestic  cattle 

Customs,  annual  report  of 

Education,  annual  report  of  (vol.  4) 

General  Land  Office,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1)  . .. 
Indian  Affairs,  annual  report  of  (vol.  2) 

Internal  Revenue,  annual  report  of 

Pensions,  annual  rf*port  of  (vol.  1) 

Railroads,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Commissioners  of  the  Districtof  Columbia,  annual  report  of  the. 
Compasses,  letter  of  Secretary  of  the  Navy  relative  to  establish- 
ing stations  for  determining  errors  in 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  annual  report  of  the* 

Congaree  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Congo  Conference,  report  of  Secretary  of  State  relative  to 

Consular  and  Diplomatic  Service,  report  of  Secretary  of  State  on 

consular  service 

letter  of  Secretary  of  State  rela- 
tive to  consul  at  Buenos  Ayres. 

Consuls,  annual  reports  on  labor  in  Europe  from  United  States. . . 

Contractors.    (See  Postal  service.) 

Corea,  estimate  for  purchasing  premises  for  United  States  lega- 
tion at 

letter  of  Secretary  of  State  relative  to  detailing  Army  of- 
ficers for  military  instructors  in 
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Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative 

to  additional  appropriation  for  public  building  at 
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for 

report  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  unpaid  Judg- 

'^  mentsof 

'^ourt  officers,  letter  from  Attorney-General  relative  to  fees  of 

C(Ourt6  of  United  States : 

^       Appropriations  for,  report  of  Attorney-General  on  amount 

>  available 

)        Court  records,  letter  of  Attorney-General  relative  to  ap- 

;  propriation  for  transcribing 

Officers  of,  letter  relative  to  substituting  salaries  for  fees . . 
Crook,  Brig.  Gen.  George,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Currency,  Comptroller  of,  annual  report  of 

Customs,  annual  report  of  the  Commissioner  of 

Customs  duties.    (See  aUo  Import  duties.) 
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Customs  officers,  annual  report  on  emoluments  of 

Customs  revenue,  Letter  from  Secretary-  of  Treasury,  giving  esti- 
mate of  cost  of  collecting 

Cypress  Bayou,  report  of  engineers  on  improving 


i 


1 


1 


27 

19 
20 


21 

2 

28 

34 


21 
16 
14 
11 
12 
16 
17 
11 
11 
15 

29 
16 
17 
29 
27 
29 

27 

27 
24 
25 
26 


27 
27 

27 

27 

29 
29 

28 

29 
29 
2 
16 
17 
16 

27 
29 

21 
27 


Part. 


130 

7 
7 


19 

1 

178 

269 


46 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
4 
1 
1 
1 

233 
2 
3 
254 
156 
247 

65 

67 
54 
54 
54 


148 
163 

145 

167 

236 
239 

198 

242 

230 
1 
2 
3 
2 

152 
231 


2,5 


5 
5 
5 


5 


1 

2 

a 


2 


34 
103 


r 


INDEX   TO   EXECUTIVE   DOCUMENTS. 


VII 


Sabject 


D. 

Dams,  report  of  engiDeers  on  system  of  movable 

Darien  Harbor,  Georgia,  report  of  engineers  on  8ar\'ey  of 

Dayid's  Island,  New  York,  estimate  for  sea-wall  around 

Deer  Creek,  Miesissippi,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Deficiency  appropriations.    ( See  Appropriat ions. ) 
Deficiency  estimates,  letter  from  secretary  of  Treasury  trans- 
mitting estimates  for  current  year 

Department  of  Justice : 

Letter  of  Attomey-Oeneral  relative  to  appropriation  for 

transcribing  court  records 

department  of  State : 

Estimate  of  deficiency  appropriation  for  printing  and  bind- 
ing  

Estimate  to  purchase  history  of  the  Department 

Statement  of  disbursements  of  the  contingent  fund  for  the 

year  ending  June  30, 1884 

Depaty  marshals.    (See  Elections.) 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  ex- 

tendinff  public  building  at 

Detroit  River,  estimate  for  completing  light-house  and  fog-signal 

at  month  of 

Devil^s  Lake  Indian  Reservation.    (See  Indians.) 

Director  of  the  Mint,  annual  report  of 

on    production   of  precious 

metals 

Distilled  spirits,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  entry  and 

withdrawal  from  warehouses  of 

District  of  Columbia,  annual  report  of  the  Commissioners  of 

Estimate  of  appropriations  from  Commissioners  f(»  extra 

policemen 

Estimates  of  appropriations  from  the  Commissioners  to 

maintain  public  order  in 

Letter  from  Sec^retary  of  Treasury  in  reference  to  addi- 
tional estimates  for  appropriations  for  charitable  institu- 
tions in 

Dmid  (schooner),  estimate  from  Secretary  of  Navy  for  paying 

damages  to 

Dubuque,  Iowa,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  addi- 
tional appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Du  Pont,  S.  F.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  unveil- 
ing statue  of 

E. 

Ecuador,  report  of  Secretary  of  State  on  arrest  of  Julio  R.  San- 
tos in 


Education,  annual  report  of  Comniis«iioner  of  (vol.  4) 

report  of  ofDoer  in  charge  of  same  in  Army  (vol.  1)  .. 
Elections,  report  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  expenditures  for  su- 
pervisors and  deputy  marshals  in ^ 

Elliott,  George  F.,  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  Treasury  in  refer- 
ence to  relief  of  sureties  of 

Engineers,  annual  report  of  Chief  of,  in  four  parts — 

(Vol.  2,  part  1) 

(Vol.  2,  parts) 

(Vol.  2,  parts) 

(Vol.  2,  part  3) 

EnTelopes.    (See  Postal  service. ) 

F. 

Falls  of  Saint  Anthony,  report  of  Secretary  of  War  on  condi  tion  of. 
^  ^^SSSw.  (^  Courts  of  the  United  States. ) 
FdCnJUidxMnif  Tieasii^  Dspartment,  annual  report  of ^ .  w 
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VIII 


IKDEX   TO   EXECUTIVE   DOCUMENTS. 


Subject. 


) 


^ 


First  Assistant  Poetmaster-General,  annual  report  of 

First  Auditor  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  report  of 

First  Comptroller,  annual  report  of 

annual  report  of  Treasurer  on  accounts  settled 

by 

Flathead  Indian  Reservation,    (^ee  Indians.) 
Foreign  commerce.    {See  Commerce  and  Navigation.) 

Foreign  mail  service,  report  of  superintendent  of 

Foreign  relations  of  the  United  States,  papers  relating  to 

Forest  Grove,  Oreg.,  estimate  for  Indian  school  at 

Fort  Monroe,  estimate  for  purchase  of  additional  land  at 

Fort  Point,  Boston  Harbor,  Massachusetts,  report  of  engineers  on 

survey  of  channel  at 

Fort  Smith,  Ark. ,  letter  of  Attomey-Goneral  relative  to  jail  at .... . 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

an  increased  limit  of  cost  of  public  building  at 

Fourth  Auditor  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  report  of 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission : 

Report  of  Secretary  of  State  relative  to 

Ir^nch  spoliation  claims,  estimate  of  expenses  for  obtaining 

G. 

General  Land  Office,  annual  report  of  Commissioner  of  (vol.  1).. 

Geographical  Congress,  report  on  the  Third,  held  at  Venice,  Italy. 

Geological  Survey,  annual  report  of  Director  of  (vol.  3) 

Georgia  Sl)oals,  Massachusetts,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  rel- 
ative  to  examining 

Gibbon,  Col.  John,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Gloucester,  Mass.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at .... 

Government  Printing  Office,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  ask- 
ing an  appropriation  for  removal  and  storage  of  material  at.. . 

Grant  &,  Cfo.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  paying 
interest  on  judgment  in  favor  of 

Greely  Relief  Expedition,  message  of  President  recommending 
return  of  steamer  Alert  to  Great  Britain 

Green  River,  Kentucky,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Gun  factory,  estimates  of  Secretary  of  Navy  for  erection  of 

Gnttenberg,  Iowa,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  Miss  ssippi 
River,  near ^ 

H. 

Hampton  Institute,  Virginia,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  rela- 
tive to  appropriations  for 

Hancock,  M^j.  Gen.  W.  S.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1 ) 

Harbors  of  Refuge : 

Letter  from  Chief  of  Engineers  relative  to  construction  of 

one  at  Sandy  Bay,  Mass 

Report  of  engineers  on  survey  for  one  at  Lndington,  Mich . . 
Harrisonburg,  Va.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

>  public  building  at 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  ap- 

2  propriation  for  public  building  at 

lIoU  Gate,  New  York,  report  of  Secretary  of  War  on  application 

of  appropriation  for  improvement  of 

Hingham  Harbor,  Massacnnsetts,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of. 
Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  estimates  for  completion  of  Army  and  Navy 

I  hospital  at 

estimates  for  improvements  at 

Huntington,  N.  Y.,  report  of  engineers  on  survev  of 

Hyannis,  Mass.,  report  of  engineers  ou  survey  oi  harbor  at 
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165 
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IX 


Snlbjeot. 


I. 

Import  dntiee,  annual  report  of  refunds 

Indian  Affairs,  annual  report  of  Comniistiioner  (vol.  2) 

Indian  Bnreao,  report  on  open  market  expenditures 

estimate  of  deficiency  appropriations  for 

supplementary  estimates  of  appropriations  for. .. 
Indian  Department,  tabular  statements  of  dibbursements  made 

for  year  ending  Jnne  30,  1884 

Indian  depredation  claims,  abstract  showing  nature  and  amount 

of  all  claims  reported  since  Febru- 
ary'^, 1884 

report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on . .  . 

supplemental  report  No.  2  on 

No.  3  on 

Indian  schools,  estimate  of  appropriation  for  school  ai  Flathead 

Agency 

estimate  for  appropriation  for  school  at  Forest 

Grove,  Oreg 

letter  fjnom  tne  Secretary  of  Interior  relative  to 

disbursemeut  of  funds  for  support  of 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  purchas- 
ing property  for 

Indians,  Cherokees,  estimates  for  removing  Eastern  band  of 

Devil's  Lake  Reservation,  letter  from  Secretary  of  In- 
terior relative  to  granting  right  of  way  to  Jamestow  n 

and  Northern  Rauroad  through  

Flathead  Reservatiou,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Interior 
relative  to   an   appropriation  for  Catholic   mission 

schools 

Mescalero  Reservation,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury 

relative  to  purchase  of  improvements  within 

Nes  Perc^,  estimate  for  removal  of 

Omaha,  estimate  to  pay  expenses  of  selling  lands 

Osage,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  claim 

or  Captain  &.  Co.  for  supplies  furnished  to 

Zufii  Reservation,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Interior  rel- 
ative to  claims  to  portions  of 

Infantry.    {See  Army.) 
Iton-clads.    {Ste  Navy. ) 

Inspector-General,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

In^ector-Generars  Department,   message   from    President  re- 

tuningbill  (H. R.  1017)  relative  to 

Interior  i>epartnient,  statement  of  the  expenditure  of  the  con- 
tingent funds  of  the  several  bunreas  of  the 

Interior,  Secretary  of.    {See  Secretary  of  the  Interior.) 
Internal  commerce 

Internal  Revenue,  annual  report  of  CommisHioner  of 

IntefBal-re venue  collectors,  estimates  to  pay  certain 

Intemal-ievenue  taxes,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative 

to  commissions  withheld  from  purchaaers  of  private  die-stamps. 
International  Geographical  CongresH.     (Sie  Venice. ) 

International  Meridian  Conference,  report  of  proceedings  of 

Iquiqne.  Peru,  letter  of  Secretary  of  State  relative  to  burning  of 

consulate  at 


Jamestown  and  Northern   Railroad,  letter  of  Secretary  of  In- 
terior relative  to  right  of  way  through  Devil's  Lake  Indian 

Beservation  to 

Japan,  estimates  of  appropriation  to  pay  interpreter  of  United 

States  legation  in * 

message  of    President  relative  to  donation  of  ground  for  j 
'       UaiiedBtates.  legal  ion  in ....1 
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177 
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Subject. 


) 


Jefferson  Cit^,  Mo.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  lucreasiDg 

appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Judge-Advocate  General,  annual  report  of  (toI.  1) . . '. 


K. 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  additional 
appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Ker,  W.  W.,  letter  of  Secretary  ot  Treasury  relative  to  paying, 
for  services 

Key  West,  Fla.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  es- 
tablishing range-light  at 

KUboum,  Hallett,  letter  of  Attorney-General  relative  to  paying 
stenographers  in  suit  of 


No.     Part. 


Labor  in  Europe,  reports  of  United  States  consuls  on , 


Lao  la  Belle  Harbor,  Michigan,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of. 
Lake  Champlain,  New  York,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of, 

near  Four  Channels 

Land  laws,  estimate  of  appropriations  from  Secretary  of  Treas- 
ury for  printing 

Lawrencebnrg,  Ind.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at. 

Lewis  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  cf 

Light-House  Board,  letter  recommendingestablishment  of  a 

range-light  at  Key  West,  Fla 

letter  relative  to  burning  of  light-house 

tender  Lily 

estimate   for   completing    light-house   at 

mouth  of  Detroit  River 

Lights,  estimate  for  completing  light- house  at  mouth  of  Detroit 

River 

estimate  of  appropriation  for  Abeecom  and  Cape  May 

stations 

re^rt  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  additional, 

m  Narraganset  Bay 

Lily  (light-house  tender) : 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  burning  of 

Claims  for  losses  by  burning  of 

Longitude.    {See  International  Meridian  Congress.) 
LonisvillCj  Ky.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  a<lditional 

appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Lnaington,  Mich.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at.. . 

M. 

Mail  contractors.    (See  Postal  service.) 
Mail  contracts.    (See  Postal  service.) 

>  Malo,  J.  T.,  estimate  of  appropriation  to  pay 

^  Marine  Coips,  report  of  the  conmiandant  (vol.  1) 

Meridian.    (5re  International  Meridian  Conference.) 

Merritt,  Col.  W.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

^'escalero  Indian  Reservation.    (See  Indians.) 
essageries  Maritime  Ship  Company,  estimate  to  pay  claim  of.. . 

iles.  Brig.  Gen.  N.  A.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  I) 

abstract  of  the  militia  force  of  the  United  States 

Militia,  reports  on  (ro\.  1) , 

Military  Academy,  West  Point,  report  of  Board  of  Visitors  to 

•  (vol.1) 

^  estimates  for  building  quarters  at 

^  pet  ition  of  cadet-s  relative  to  civilian  appoint- 

ments  to  Army 

Military  establishment,  statement  of  expenditures  from  the  appro- 
priation f6)r^e  contingent  expenses  of  the . ^ ..:....  .• 
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XI 


Sabject. 


Military  prison,  reports  on  (vol.  1) 

Minneapolis,  Minn.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

appropriation  for  pnblic  building  at , 

Mint,  annual  report  of  the  Director  of  the , 

production   of     precious 

metals 

Mississippi  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  near  Gnttenberg, 

Iowa , 

Mississippi  River  Commission,  annual  report  for  1884  of  the 

Missouri,  Kansas  and  Pacific  Railroad,  papers  in  claim  of , 

Mobile,  Ala.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  river  and  harbor  at 
Monahan,  Thomas,  report  of  Secretary  of  State  on  arrest  in 

Mexico  of 

Money-order  system,  annual  report  of  Superintendent  of  the 

N. 

Napa  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Narraganset  Bay,  Rhode  Island,  report  of  Secretary  of  Treasury 

relative  to  additional  lights  in 

Natalbanv  River,  Louisiana,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

National  bank  notes,  supplementary  estimate  of  Secretary  of  the 

Treasniy  for  printing 

National  Board  of  Health,  annual  report  for  1884 

NaTal  Academy,  annual  report  of  the  superintendent  of  (vol.  1). . 

report  of  Secretary  of  Navy  on  death  of  F.  S. 

Strang  at 

Naval  Advisory  Board,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Navy  on  expendi- 

toresof 

Naval  Observatory,  estimates  for  contingent  expenses  of 

Navy  :  joinual  report  of  the  Surgeon-General  of  the  (vol  2) 

letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  transmitting  estimates 

to  pay  contractors  for  use  of  yards  by  iron-cTads  of 

Bureau  of  Medicine  and  Surgeiy  (vol.  2) 

acting  rear-admirals :  report  of  Secretary  of  Navy  on  power 

to  appoint  

vessels  for :  letter  from  Secretary  relative  to  appropriation 

for  machinery  for  new  cruisers 

Navy  Department : 

Annual  report  on  civil  employ^  of 

Estimate  of  appropriation  for  additional  messenger  in 

of  appropriations  for  gun  factory  for 

Statement  of  the  expenditures  of  contingent  funds  for  1884 

for 

Navy,  Secretary  of.     (See  Secretary  of  the  Navy. ) 
Navy-yard,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  transmitting  esti- 
mates for  buildings  at  Norfolk,  Va 

New  England  Transportation  Company,  estimate  to  pay  damages 

for  collision  with  steamer  TalaiK)08a 

New  Orleans  Exposition : 

Estimate  of  expenses  for  naval  vessels  in  attendance  at 

Estimates  for  additional  appropriation  for 

Message  of  President  relative  to  additional  appropriation  for. 
New  York  City,  n^port  of  Secretary  of  War  on  improvements  of 

harbor  of 

Nez  Pere6  Indians.     {See  Indians.) 

Norfolk  navy-yard,  estimate  for  buildings  at 

(>. 

Ohio  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  bar  opposite  mouth 

of  Licking  River 

Omahas.    (See  Indians.) 

Ordnance,  annual  report  of  Chief  of  (vol.3) 

Oeagea.  (See  Indians.) 

OtiapCol.  E.,  annual  j*port-o£  (vol.  1) 
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10 


29 

27 
27 

21 

28 
9 

27 

28 

27 

9 

27 
9 

21 

26 

21 
21 
27 

27 


27 
27 

27 

28 
28 

27 

27 


29 

7 
2 


121 
2 

268 

184 

64 

216 
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Sabjeot. 


P, 


Pasquotank  River,  report  of  ennneers  on  sarvej  of 

Pawcatnck  River,  Rhode  Islano,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of. 

Paymaster-General,  annual  report  of  (vol  1) 

Penalty  envelopes,  estimates  for  purchase  of 

Peusacola,  Fla.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at 

Pension  attorneys,  report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  fees  of 

Pension  Office  bui Iding,  estimates  for  gas  pipes  for 

of  appropriation  for  comple- 
tion of. 

Pensions,  annual  report  of  Commissioner  of  (vol.  1) 

Pleuro- pneumonia.    (iSee  Animals.) 

Pocomoke  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Point  Barrow  Expedition,  report  of  Secretary  of  War  on 

Pope,  MaJ.  Gen.  John,  annual  report  of  (vol.  I ) 

Porter,  Fitz-John,  message  from  President  with  copy  of  appeal  of. 
Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at. . . 
Postage  stamps,  letter  of  Postmaster-General  relative  to  bids  for. 

Postal  service,  annual  report  of  proposals  accepted 

special 

on  additional  allowances  made  to 

contractors 

estimates  of  the  appropriations  for  year  ending 

June  30,  1886 

estimates  to  supply  deficiencies  in  appropriations 

for 

letter  from  Postmaster-General  relative  to  mail 

contracts 

letter  of  Postmaster-General  relative  to  annul- 
ment of  contracts  for  official  envelopes 

Postmaster-General,  annual  report,  in  1  volume,  embracing  re- 
ports of— 

The  Postmaster-General 

Auditor  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Post-Office  Department.. . 
Letters  from,  relative  to— 

Appropriations,  estimate  for  deficiency 

Claims  of  postmasters,  list  of  claims  allowed  and  disallowed 

from  December  1,  1883,  to  December  1,  1884 

Mail  service,  annual  report  on  contracts  made  for 

annual  report  on  additional  allowances  to, 

contractors 

annual  report  of  special 

Official  envelopes  relative  to  annulment  of  contracts  for.. 
Penalty  envelopes,  transmitting  estimates  for  purchase  of. . 
Post-Office  Department,  annual  report  on  expenditure  of 

contingent  fund ^ 

Postage  stamps,  relative  to  bids  for 

I        Postmasters,  list  of  claims  for  loss  by  burglary,  fire,  or  other 
causes  allowed  and  disallowed  from  December  1,  1883,  to  De- 

\         cember  1, 18tt4 

s    Post-Office  Department,  annual  report  on  expenditure  of  con- 
tinent fund 

\  add itional  estimates  of  appropri  ation  for 

^  money  order  division 

I  estimate  for  office  of  Auditor  of 

/  letter  from  Postmaster-General  relative 

to  purchase  of  free  penalty  envelopes. . 
letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative 

to  paying  ante-bellum  warrants 

iPoughkeepsie,  N.  Y.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative 

to  completing  public  building  at 

Powow  River,  Massachusetts,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of. . . 
Precious  metals,  annual  report  on  production  of 
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XIll 


Subject. 


Pnaident  of  the  United  States,  commniiicatioiis  from — 

Annaal  Message  and   accompanying  docaments,  second 

session,  Forty-eighth  Congress 

Alert  (steamer),  recommending  retnm  to  Great  Britain.... 

Ciyil  Service  Commission,  annual  report  of 

California  and  Oregon  Railroad,  relative  to  appointment  of 

commissioners  to  examine 

Inspector-Genenil's  Department,  returning  bill  (H.  R.  1017) 

relative  to 

National  Board  of  Health,  transmitting  annual  report  of.. 
New  Orleans  Exposition,  relative  to  additional  appropri- 
ation for 

Porter,  Fitz-John,  copy  of  appeal  of 

Union  Pacilic  Railway  Company,  report  of  Government 

directors  of 

Transmits,  by  message,  communications,  &c.,  from — 
Po9tma8ter-  Genera  I : 

First  Assistant  Postmaster-General 

Second  Assistant  Postmaster-General 

Superintendent  of  foreign  mails 

of  the  money-order  system 

of  Railway  Mail  Service 

Third  Assistant  Postmaster-General 

Topographer  of  the  Post-Office  Department 

Secretary  of  Navy : 

Acting  rear  admirals,  relative  to  appointment  of 

Seerttary  of  State : 

Buenos  Ayres,  relative  to  consul  at 

Collisions  at  sea,  report  in  regard  to  preventing 

Congo  Conference,  relative  to 

Consular  service,  report  on 

Corea,  relative  to  detailing  Army  officers  for  military  in- 
struct-ors  in 


French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  report  relative  to. 

International  Meridian  Conference,  transmitting  proceed- 
ings of '. 

Japan,  relative  to  donation  of  ground  for  United  States 

legation  in : 

Monahan,  T.  J.,  report  on  arrest  in  Mexico  of 

Santos,  Julio  R.,  report  relative  to  arrest  in  Ecuador  of. .. 

South  American  Commissioners,  annual  report  of 

Private  die-stamps,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

commissions  withheld  from  purchasers  of 

Private  land  claims,  New  Mexico : 

Report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  claim  of  Antonio  de  Sal- 

azar,  No.  132 

Report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  claim  of  Sebastian  de 

Vargas,  No.  1H7 

Report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  Caliada  de  Cochite  grant, 

No.  135.... 

Pablic  buildings,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 

purchase  of  site  and  erection  of,  at  Harrison- 
burg, Va - 

letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to 
completing  post-office  building  at  Pongh- 

keepsie,  N.  Y 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  addi- 
tional appropriations  for 

letter  of  Secr(^tary  of  Treasury  relative  to  sal- 
ary of  innpector 

letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  ap- 
propriation for  repairs  of 

Public  buildings  and  grounds,  WabbiDston^D.C., report  of  offi- 
ee/lii'Dhargeof  new  Staite,*War,  and  Navy  building  (vol.  1) 
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27 
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1 
162 
207 

255 

155 
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219 
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187 
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INDEX   TO   EXECUTIVE   DOCUMENTS. 


Subject. 


^ 

] 


Public  documents,  annual  report  of  Secretary  of  Interior  on  dis- 
tribution of 

Public  lands,  list  of  suspended  entries  of  lands  acted  upon  by  the 
Board  of  Equitable  Adjudication 

Puyallnp  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 


Q. 

Quartermaster-General,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Qaincy  Bay,  Illinois,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  Whipple 
Creek  in 


R. 

Railroads.    {See  also  under  head  of  respective  corporations. ) 

annual  report  of  Commissioner  of  (vol.  1) 

Railway  Mail  Service,  annual  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  the. 
Rebellion  Records.    (See  also  Records  of  the  Rebellion)  (vol.  I).. 

Receix)ts  and  expenditures,  annual  report  for  1880 

Records  of  the  Rebellion,  report  of  officei*  in  charge  of  publication 

(vol.1) 

report  of  Secretary  of  War  on  distribu- 
tion of 

Red  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Register  of  Treasury,  annual  report  of 

Rice,  S.  F.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  paying 

claim  of 

Right  of  way,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Interior  relative  to  grant- 
ing same  to  Jamestown  and  Northern  Railroad  through  Devil's 

Lake  Indian  Reservation 

Rivers  and  harbors.    (See  also  under  head  of  respective  names  of 

rivers.) 
report  of    Secretary  of  War  on    improve- 
ments of 

letter  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  mis- 
use of  piers  and  "^break waters 

Rock  Island  Arsenal,  letter  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  ap- 
propriations for  water-power  pool  at 


•S. 

Saint  Joseph,  Mo.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  addi- 
tional appropriation  for  public  building  at 

Saint  Joseph's  River,  Idaho,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Saint  Louis  River  and  Bay,  Wisconsin,  report  of  engineers  on 
survey  of 

Salmon  River,  New  York,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Sandy  Bay,  Massachusetts,  letter  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to 
constructing  harbor  of  refage  at 


Santos,  Julio  R.,  letter  from  Secretary  of  State  relative  to  arrest 
in  Ecuador  of 


Saranac  River,  reports  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Sault  Sainte  Mary  Canal,  letter  from  Secretary  of  War  with  re- 
port of  engineers  on  lockage  at 

Scajacuada  Creek,  New  York,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  bf . . 

Schotield,  MaJ.  Gen.  J.  M.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Scioto  River,  Ohio,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Second  Assistant  Postmast«r-General,  annual  report  of 

Second  Auditor  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  rejport  of. 

letter  asking  addition- 
al accommodations 
for  office 

Second  Comptroller  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  report  of.. 
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XV 


Sabject. 


Secretary  of  the  Interior : 

Annual  report  of,  in  4  volumes,  embracing  reports  from — 

The  Secretary  (vol.  1; 

CommiBsionerof  the  General  Land  Office  (vol.  1) 

Commissioner  of  Education  (vol.  4) 

Commissioner  of  Indian  Affairs  (vol.  2) 

Commissioner  of  Pensions  (vol.  1.) 

Commissioner  of  Railroads  (vol.  1) 

Director  of  Geological  Survey  (vol.  3) 

Letters  from,  relative  to — 

Bureau  of  Catholic  Missions,  asking  appropriations  for 

California  and  Oregon  Railroad,  relative  to  appointment  of 

commissioners  te  examine 

Contingent  fund,  statement  of  the  e2ci>onditnre  of  the  fnnds 
of  the  several  bureaus  of  the  Interior  Department  for 

year  ending  June,  1884 

Indian  depredation  claims : 
Abstract  showing  the  nature,  character,  and  amonnt  re- 
ported since  February  20,  1S84 

Abstract  of  claims  since  December  10,  1884,  to  January 

13,1885 

Supplemental  report  No.  2,  on 

No.  3,  on 

Indian  schools,  relative  to  disbursement  of  funds  for  sup- 
port of 

Indian  service,  statement  of  open  market  expenditures  for, 

fromFcbruiOT  1, 1H84,  to  June30,  1884 

Jamestown  and  Northern  Railroad,  in  regard  to  granting 
right  of  way  through  DeviPs  Lake  Indian  Reservation 

to 

Pension  attorney,  relative  to  fees  of 

Private  land  claims,  report  relative  to  claim  of  Antonio  de 

Salazar,  No.  132 

on  claim  of  Sebastian  de  Vargas, 

No.  137 

ou   Cafiada  de  Cochite  grant 

No.  135,  New  Mexico 

Pnblic  documents,  annual  report  on  distribution  of 

Public  lands,  list  of  suspended  entries  of  lands  acted  upon 

by  Board  of  Adjudication 1 . . 

Znfii  Indian  Reservation,  relating  to  alleged  claims  to  por- 
tions of 

Secretary  of  the  Navy : 

Annual  report  (in  2  volumes),  embracing  reports  from — 

The  Secretary  (vol.  1) 

Admiral  of  the  Navy  (vol.  1 ) 

Advisory  Board  and  its  proceedings  (vol.  1) 

Bureau  of  Construction  and  Repair  (vol.  1) 

Equipment  and   Recruiting  (vol.  1) 

Medicine  and  Surgery  (vol.  2) 

Navigation  (vol.  1) 

Ordnance  (vol.  1) 

Provisions  and  Clothinfl;  (vol.  1) 

Steam  Engineeriug  (vol.  1) 1 . 

Yards  and  Docks  (vol.  1) 

Estimates  of  the  Secretary' 's  office,  and  pav  of  the  Navy 

(vol.  1) 

Mariqe  Corps  (vol.  1) 

Naval  Academy  (vol.  1) 

Letters  from,  relative  to — 

Acting  rear  admirals,  on  power  to  appoint 

Compasses,  relative  to  establishing  stations  for  determining 

errors  in 

Central  America,  relative  to  assistance  rendered  destitute 
American  citizens  in 
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INDEX    TO   EXECUTIVE    DOCUMENTS 


Subject. 


Secretary  of  the  Navy — Continued. 
Letters  from,  relative  to- 
Contingent  fond,   statement  of  the  expenditures  of,  for 

1883 

Druid  (schooner),  estimate  topay  owners  damages  sustained 

by  collision  with  U.  8.  S.  Fowhatan 

Naval  Advisory  Board,  report  of  expenditures  of 

Navy  Department,  annual  report  on  civil  employes  of 

transmitting  annual  report  on  expendi- 
ture of  contingent  fund  of 

Strang,  Frederick  S.,  on  death  at  Naval  Academy  of 

Tallapoosa,  relative  to  sinking  of 

correcting  clericar  error  in  report  relative  to 

sinking  of 

Vessels,  relative  to  appropriation  for  machinery  for  new 

cruisers 

Secretary  of  State : 

Annual  report  upon  foreign  relations 


Labor  in  Europe,  transmitting  consular  reports  on 


Collisions  at  sea,  in  reference  to  international  regulations 
for  preventing 


Congo  Conference,  report  relative  to 

Consular  and  diplomatic  service,  report  on 

Contingent  fund,  statement  of  disbursemente  for  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1884,  of  the  State  Department 


French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  report  relative  to . 

International  Meridian  Conference,  report  of  proceedings.. 

Iquique,  Peru,  relative  to  burning  of  consulate  at 

Japan,  relative  to  donation  of  ground  for  United  States  le- 
gation in 

Monahau,  Thomas  R.,  on  arrest  in  Mexico 

Santos,  Julio  R.,  relative  to  arrest  in  Ecuador  of 


South  American  Commissioners,  transmitting  annual  re- 
port of 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury — 

Annual  report  on  the  finances,  embracing  reports  of — 

The  Secretary,  with  tables 

Annual  report  on  the  state  of  the  finances  for  the  year  end- 
ing June  30,  1884 

Commisssioner  of  Internal  Revenue 


Comptroller  of  the  Currency 

Letters  from,  relative  to — 
Abingdon,  Va.,  relative  to  appropriation  for  public  build 

iuff  at 

Alaska,  relative  to  flttiog  up  a  public  building  in 


relative  to  pay  of  civil  officers  in 

relative  to  enforcement  of  laws  in 

Appropriations,  estimates  required  for  vear  endiug  June, 

1886 :... 

supplemental  estimate  for  printing  na- 
tional-bank notes 

estimate  of  deficiencies  for  support  of  cer- 
tain tribes  of  Indians 

estimate  for  extra  policemen  for  District 
of  Columbia 

estimate  for  protection  and  improvement 
of  Yellowstone  Park ^ ^. 
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XVII 


Subject. 


of  the  Treasary — Continued. 
I^etten  from,  relative  to— 

AppropriAtionB,  estimate  for  deficiency  for  State  Depart- 
ment printing  and  binding 

estimate   for   completing  light-house  at 
month  of  Detroit  River 

estimate  for  school  at  Flathead  Agency. .. 

estimate  for  gun  factory  for  Navy  Depart- 
%  mens 

additional  estimates  for  War  Department. 

astimates  for  buildings  on  Coaster's  Har- 
bor Island 

estimates  for  maintaining  public  order  in 
District  of  Columbia 

estimates  to  pay  contractors  for  use  of 
yards  by  iron-clads 

estimate  for  purchase  of  additional  land 
at  Fort  Monroe 

estimate  of  removal  of  Nez  Perc6  Indians. 

estimate  for  expenses  of  naval  vessels  at 
New  Orleans  Exposition 

estimate  for  office  of  Auditor  of  PostrOffioe 
Department 

estimate  for  expenses  of   American  and 
Haytien  Claims  Cummission 

estimate  for  Contingent  expenses  of  Naval 
Observatory 

estimates  for  building  q  uarters  at  M  ili tary 
Academy 

estimate  to  purchase  history  of  State  De- 
partment  

estimate  for  extra  work  in  division  of  war- 
rants   

estimates  of  deficiencies  for  current  year. 

estimate  to  pay  claim  of  Messageries  Mar- 
itime Ship  Company 

estimates  to  pay  certain  intemal-reyenue 
collectors 

estimate  to  purchase  improvements   on 
Mescalero  Indian  Reservation! 

estimates  for  buildings  at  Norfolk  navy- 
yard 

estimates   for   Indian   school   at  Forest 
Grove,  Oreg 

estimate  for  expenses  of  selling  Omaha  In- 
dian lands  

estimate  to  pay  damages  for  collision  of 
Steamer  Tallapoosa 

estimate   of    expenses   for   ascertaining 
French  spoliation  claims 

estimate  for  Abescom  and  Cape  May  light 
stations 

additional  estimates  for  money-order  di- 
vision of  Post-Offlce  Department  ... 

estimates  for  legation  premises  at  Seoul, 
Corea,  and  Bankok 

estimates  for  improving  sanitary  condition 
of  Watervliet  Arsenal 

estimates  for  Hampton  Institute,  Virginia. 

estimates  for  completing  hospital  at  Hot 
Springs,  Ark. 

estimates  for  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  .. 

estimates  for  improvements  at  Hot  Springs, 
Ark 

supplemental  estimates  of 
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INDEX   TO   EXECUTIVE   DOCUMENTS. 


Subject. 


Secretary  of  the  Treasury — Continued. 
Letters  from,  relative  to — 
Appropriations,  estimates  for  removing  Eastern  Band  of 

Cherokee  Indians 

estimates  for  gas-pipes  for  new  Pension 

building 

estimates  to  pa^  claim  of  J.  R.  Cf^er.... 
estimate  to  pay  interpreter  to  legation  in 

Japan  

estimates  for  New  Orleans  ExjHwition 

estimates  for  government  of  Alaska 

estimates  for  completion  of  Pension  Office 

building  

estimates  for  unpaid  Judgments  of  Court 

of  Claims 

estimates  for  movable  toroedoes 

estimate  to  reimburse  J.  T.  Male 

estimate  for  sanitary  improvements   at 

Watertown  Arsenal 

Ashuelot  (U.  S.  S.)i  relative  to  paying  damages  for  collision 

with 

Boston^  Mass.,  relative  to  an  additional  appropriation  for 

public  building  at 

Buenos  Ayres, relative  to  the  consul  at.... 

Captain  A  Co.,  relative  to  claim  of < 

Charleston,  W.  Va.,  relative  to  increased  appropriation  for 

public  building 

Chinese  immigration,  on  regulations  for  restricting.^ 

Claims, schedule  showing  list  allowed  by  accounting  officers 

of  the  Treasury 

list  of,  arising  under  act  of  July  4, 1864 

schedule  showing  list  under  exhausted  appropria- 
tions  

Cleveland,  Ohio,  relative  to  additional  appropriations  for 

public  building  at 

Coast  Survey,  annual  report  for  1884 


Part^ 


Coast  and  Geodetic  Snrvev,  statement  showing  expendi- 
tures made  on  account  of. 

Columbus,  Ohio,  relative  to  public  building  at 

Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  relative  to  public  building  at 

Court  of  Claims,  relative  to  appropriation  for  printing  for.. 

Customs  officers,  transmitting  annual  report  on  emoluments 
of 

Customs  revenue,  in  relation  to  cost  of  collecting 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  relative  to  public  buildings  at 

Distilled  spirits,  relative  to  removal  and  entry  from  ware- 
houses  '. 

District  of  Columbia,  relative  to  additional  estimates  for 
charitable  institutions  in 

Dubuque,  Iowa,  relative  to  public  building  at 

Duties,  annual  report  of  refund 

Elections,  statement  of  expenditures  for  deputy  marshals 
and  supervisors  of 

Elliott,  George  F.,  relative  to  relief  of  sureties  of 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  relative  to  limit  of  cost  of  public  build- 
ing at 

Georgia  Shoals,  Massachusetts,  relative  to  examination  of. 

Grant  &  Co.,  relative  to  paying  interest  on  judgment  in 
favor  of 

Government  Printing  Office,  in  relation  to  appropriation 
for  the  removal  and  storage  of  material  at 

Harrisonburg,  Va.,  relative  to  erection  of  public  building 

at 

appropriation  for  public 
building  at 
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Subject. 


fieerotuy  of  the  Treasni^— Continned. 

Letters  froin.ielatiye  to— 

Indian  Bureau,  supplementary  estimates  of  appropriations 
from  Interior  Department  for  the 

Indian  schoohi,  relative  to  purchasing  property  for 

Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  relative  to  additional  appropriation 
for  public  building  at 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  relative  to  an  additional  appropriation 
for  public  building  at ...* 

Ker,  W .  W.,  relative  to  paying  for  services 

Key  West,  Fla.,  relative  to  light  at  Northwest  Passage.... 

Land  laws,  estimate  for  printing .....' 

Lily  (steamer),  relative  to  burning  of 

transmitting  claims  for  losses  by  burning  of. 

Louisville,  Ky.,  relative  to  additional  appropi  tation  for 
pablic  building  at 

Minneapolis,  Minn.,  relative  to  public  building  at. 

Missouri,  Kansas  and  Pacific  Railroad,  relative  to  f.laim  of. 

Narraganset   Bay,  Rhode  Island^  relative  to  additional 
lights  in 

Navy  Department,  estimate  of  appropriation  for  additional 
messenger  in 

Post-Office  warrants,  relative  to  paying  ante-bellum 

Poughkeepsie,  N.  T.,  relative  to  completiug  public  build- 
ing at * 

Private  die-stamps,  relative  to  paying  purchasers  of. 

Public  buildings,  relative  to  pay  of  inspector 

appropriation  for  repairs  on  ..' 

Receipts  and  expenditures,  transmitting  report  for  ld63  of. 

Rice,  S.  F.,  relative  to  claim  of 

fiaint  Joseph,  Mo.,  relative  to  increased  appropriation  for 
public  building  at 

Second  Auditor,  relative  to  additional  accommodations  for 
office  of 

Silver,  relative  to  banks  refusing 

Silver  dollars,  relative  to  transportation  and  storage  of.. . 

Special  agents,  relative  to  list  and  duties  of 

Steam -vessels,  relative  to  law  regulating  feed  pipes 

Syracuse,  N.  T.,  relative  to  increasing  cost  of  public  build- 
ing at 

Treasury  Department,  report  of  the  contingent  expenses 
for  year  ending  June  30,  1884,  of  the 

Willbur,  J.M.,  report  on  claim  of 

Wyominff  Territory,  relative  to  printing  revised  laws  of. . 
Secretary  of  War : 

Annual  report  of  the,  in  4  volumes,  embracing  reports  or— 

The  Secretary  (vol.1) 

A^jutant-Oeneral  (vol.  1) 

Angnr,  Brig.  Qen.  C.C.  (vol.1) 

Bradley,  Col.  L.  P.(vol.  1) 

Chief  of  Engineers  (vol.  2,  part  1) 

Chief  of  Engineers  (vol.  2,  part  2) 

Chief  of  Engineers  (vol.  2,  part  3) 

Chief  of  Engineers  (vol.  2,  part  4) 

Chief  of  Ordnance  (vol.  3) 

Commissary   General   of  Subsistence^  annual  report  of 
(vol.1) 

Crook,  Bri^.  Oen.  Oeorge  (vol.  1) 

Education  in  Army,  report  by  officer  in  charge  of  (vol.  1).. 

Gibbon,  Col.  John  (vol.  1) 

Hancock,  MaJ.Gen.W.S.  (vol.1) 

Inspector-General  (vol.  1) 

Ju^re-Advocate  General  (voL  1) 

Merritt,  Col.  W.  (vol.  1) .-. 

lfiles,Brig.  Gen.  N.  A.  (vol.  1) 
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Subject. 


Secretary  of  War — Coutinoed. 

Anuaal  report  of  the,  in  4  volames,  embracing  reports  of— 

Military  Academy,  report  of  Board  of  Visitors  to  (vol  1).. 

tranHmitting  petition  of  cadets  from... 

Military  prison  reports  (vol.  1) 

Militia  Reports  (vol.  1) 

Otis,  Col.  E.  (vol.  1) 

Paymaster-General,  annnal  report  (vol.  1) 

Pope,  MaJ.  Qen»  John  (vol.  1) 

Qnartermaster-General  (vol.  1) 

Records  of  the  Rebellion,  report  of  officer  in  charge  of  pub- 
lications of  (vol.  1)  

Schofield,  Mig.  (5en.  J.  M.  (vol.  1) 

Sheridan,  Lieutenant -General  (vol.  1) 

Signal  Office,  report  relative  to  (vol.  4). 

Soldiers'  Home,  Washington,  D.  C,  annnal  report  of  com- 
missioners of  (vol.  1) 

Stanley,  Brig.  Gen.  D.  S.  (vol,  1) 

State,  War,  and  Navy  Department  building,  report  of  offi- 
cer in  charge  of  (vol  1^ ' 

Surgeon-Gteneral,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Terry,  Brig.  Gen.  A.  H.  (vol.1) 

Tidball,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  C.  (vol.  1) 

Letters  from,  relative  to— 

Agate  Bay,  Minnesota,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of... 

Army,  annual  report  on  contingent  expenditures  for 

Assistant  surgeons,  transmitting  petitions  relative  to  issuing 
commission  to 

Barren  River,  Kentucky,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. 

Bayou  Bartholomew,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

B€Buf  River,  Louisiana,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. . 

Bogue  Sound,  North  Carolina,  transmitting  report  on  sur- 
vey of 

Burlington  Bay,  Minnesota,  transmitting  report  of  sur- 
vey of 

^  Calumet,  111.,  relative  to  changes  in  shore  line  at 

Cashie  River,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

Chincoteague  Bay,  transmitting  report  on  survey  from 
Delaware  Bay  to.. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  har- 
bor at 

Clinton  River,  Michigan,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. 

Congaree  River,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  sur- 
vey of 

CcBur   D'Alene  Lake  and  River,  transmitting  report  on 
survey  of 

Cypress  Bayou,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on 

Dams,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  system  of  mov- 
able   •. 

Darien  Harbor,  Georgia,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of.. 

David's  Island,  New  York,  with    estimates  for  seawall 
around 

Deer  Creek,  Mississippi,  transmittingreport  of  engineers  on 
survey  of 

Disbursing  officers,  relative  to  inspection  of  money  ac- 
counts of 

Du  Pont,  S.  F.,  relative  to  unveiling  statue  of 

I  Falls  of  Saint  Anthony,  relative  to  condition  of 

[          Fort  Point,  Boston  Harbor,  transmitting  report  of  survey 
'  of  channel  at 

Gedney's  Channel,  relative  to  deepening 

Gloucester,  Mass.,  transmitting  report  of  survey  on  harbor 
at 

Green  River,  Kentucky,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. . 

Hell  Gate,  New  York,  relative  to  application  of  appropria- 
tion for  improvement  of.... 
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Sabject. 


Port. 


Seozetary  of  War— Continned. 
Letters  from,  relative  to— 

Higham  Harbor,  Massachnietta,  transmitting  report  on 
snrvey  of 

Huntington,  N.  Y.,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of  harbor 
at 

Hyannis,  Mass.,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  survey 
of  harbor  at 

Infantry,  transmitting  petition  of  officers  for  reorganiza- 
tion of 

International  Geographical  Congress,  transmitting  report 
of,  held  at  Venice 

Lao  la  Belle  Harbor,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of 

Lake  Champlain,  New  York,  transmitting  report  of  snrvey 
at  Four  Cnannels  of 

Lawrenceborg,  Ind.,  Innamitting  report  of  snrvey  of  har- 
bor at  

Lewis  River,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of 

Lndington,  Mich.,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of  har- 
bor at  

Militia,  abstract  of  force  of 

Mississippi  River,  transmitting  report  of  survey  of,  near 
Guttenberg,  Iowa 

Mississippi  Kiver  Commission,  transmitting  annual  report 
of 

Mobile,  Ala.,  transmitting  report  of  snrvey  of  river  and 
harbor  at 

Kai>a  River,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of 

Natalbany  River,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

New  York  Harbor,  transmitting  report  on  improvements  of. 

Ohio  River,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  snrvey  of, 
near  Lickin ^  River 

Pasquotank  River,  North  Carolina,  transmitting  report  on 
survey  of 

Pawcatnck  River,  Rhode  Island,  transmitting  report  of 
snrvey  of 

Pensacola,  Fla.,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of  harbor 
at 

Pocomoke  River,  transmitting  report  on  snrvey  of 

Point  Barrow  Expedition,  nlative  to 

Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of  har- 
bor at  

Powow  River,  Massachusetts,  transmitting  report  on  sur- 
vey of 

Payallup  River,  transmitting  report  of  snrvey  of 

Qnincy  Bay,  Illinois,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 
Whipple  Creek,  in 

Records  ut  the  Rebellion,  relative  to  the  distribution  of. . . 

Red  River,  transmitting  rejiort  on  survey  of 

Rivers  and  harbors,  transmitting  report  on 

transmitting  report  on  survey  of. 

Rock  Island  Arsenal,  relative  to  appropriation  for  water- 
power  pool  at 

Saint  Joseph  River,  Idaho,  transmitting  report  on  survey 
of 

Saint  Louis  River  and  Bay,  WiBconsin,  transmitting  report 
on  survey  of 

Salmon  River,  New  York,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. 

Sand  Bay,  Massachnsetts,  relative  to  constructing  harbor 
of  refuge  at 

Saranac  River,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

Sault  Saint  Mary  Canal,  transmitting  report  of  engineers 
on  lockage  of 

Bcajaenada  Creek,  New  York,  transmitting  report  on  snr- 
vey of , 


I 


27 

137 

28 

200 

27 
27 
29 

96 
168 
251 

18 
27 

270 
89 

28 

211 

27 
27 

154 
174 

27 
27 

74 
170 

28 

184 

21 

64 

27 
29 
27 
27 

139 
261 
113 

78 

29 

253 

27 

98 

28 

\m 

28 

28 
23 

186 
44 

27 

91 

28 
27 

179 
172 

27 
27 
27 
27 
29 

84 

136 

75 

71 

259 

29 

229 

28 

178 

28 
27 

204 
135 

21 
27 

56 
72 

27 

102 

27 

157 

\ 


XXII 


INDEX   TO   EXECUTIVE   DOCUMENTS. 


Subject. 


Secretary  of  War— Continued. 
Letters  from,  relative  to— 

Scioto  River,  Ohio,  transmitting  report  of  engineers  on  sur- 
vey of 

Skipton  Creek,  Maryland,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of. 
Springfied  Armory,  relative  to  estimates  of  appropriations 

for 

Sny  Island  Levee,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

Union  Metallic  Cartridge  Company,  relative  to  claim  of. . . 
Venice,  Italy,  transmitting  report  on  the  Third  Interna- 
tional Congress  held  at 

War  Department,  annual  report  on  contingent  expendi- 
tures of  the 

Warren  Biver,  Rhode  Island,  transmitting  report  on  sur- 
vey of 

White  Hall,  N.  Y.,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of  har- 
bor at 

Willapah  River,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

Wood  Island  Harbor,  Maine,  transmitting  report  on  sur- 
vey of - 

York  Harbori  Maine,  transmitting  report  on  survey  of 

Sheridan,  Lieut.  Gen.  P.  H..  annual  report  of  (vol.1) 

Signal  Office : 

Report  of  Secretary  of  War  relative  to  (vol.  4) 

Silver  dollars.    (See  Coins  and  Coinage.) 

Sixth  Auditor  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  report  of. 

Skipton  Creek,  report  of 'engineers  on  survey  of 

Sny  Island,  Mississippi  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

levee  at 

Soldiers'  Home,  District  of  Columbia,  annual  report  of  commis- 
sioners of  (vol.  1) '. 

South  American  Commissioners,  annual  report 

Special  agents.    (See  Treasury  Department.) 

Springfield  Armory,  Massachusetts,  letter  of  Secretary  of  War 

relative  to  estimate  of  appropriations  for 

Stanley,  Brig.  Qen.  D.  S.,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

State,  Secretary  of.    (See  Secretary  of  State.) 

State  Department.    (See  Department  of  State.) 

Steam- vessels,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  law 

regulating  reed-pipes 

Strang,  Frederick  S.,  report  of  Secretary  of  Navy,  relative  to 

death  at  Naval  Academy  of 

Subsistence,  annual  report  of  Commissary-Oeneral  of  (voL  1) .... 

Superintendent  of  Foreign  Mails,  annual  report  of • 

Supervisors.    (See  Elections.) 

Surgeon-General,  annual  report  of  (vol.  1) 

Syracuse,  N.  Y.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury,  relative  to  in- 
creasing cost  of  public  building  at 

T. 

Tallapoosa  (U.  S.  S.),  rex>ort  of  Secretary  of  Navy  relative  to 

sinking  of 

correcting  clerical  error  in  report  relative 

to  sinking  of 

estimate  to  pay  damages  for  collision  by.. 

Terry,  Brig.  Qen,  A.  H.,  annual  renort  of  (vol.  1) 

Thiid  Assistant  Postmaster-Ctoneral,  annual  report  of 

Third  Auditor  of  Treasury  Department,  annual  report  of .... .... 

Tidball,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  C,  annual  report  of  (voL  1) 

Topographer  of  the  Post-Office  Department,  annual  report  of.... 

Torpedoes,  estimate  of  increased  appropriation  for  movable 

Treasurer  of  United  States,  annual  report  of ^.. 

annual  report  of  accounts  settled  by 

First  Comptroller , 

Treasury,  annual  report  of  Register  of  United  States •«.. 
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Subject. 


TtMSUzy  Dep«rtment»  annual  report  of  First  Comptroller  of 

Second  Comptroller  of .. . 

.    First  Auditor  of 

Second  Auditor  of 

Third  Auditor  of. 

Fourth  Auditor  of 

Fifth  Auditor  of ...; 

Sixth  Auditor  of 

estimates  to  pay  for  extra  work  in  the  di- 
vision of  warrants  of  the- 

report  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  the  con- 
tingent  expenses  for  year  en^g  June 

30, 1884,  of  the 

report  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  on  special 
agents •.... 

U. 

Union  Metallie  Cartridge  Company,  report  of  Secretary  of  War 
oadaim  of 

Union  Paclfie  Bailway  Company^  annual  report  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  directors  of , 

United  Btatee  courts.    (^800  Courts  of  the  United  States.) 

V. 

Venice,  Italy,  report  on  the  Third  International  Geographical 

Ceo  fl^ees  hsld  at 

Vesseb.    (See aleo  Commerce  and  Navigation.) 

Messai^  of  President  recommending  legislation  for  pre- 
venting collisions  atsea 

Vienna,  report  relative  to  Geographical  Congress  held  at 

W. 

War  Department,  additional  estimates  for  appropriations < 

Annual  report  on  contingent  expenditares , 

Report  of  inspection  of  money  accounts  of  disbursing  offi- 
cers of  the 

War,  Secretary  of.    (See  Secretary  of  War.) 

Warren  River,  Rhode  Island,  report  of  en^neers  on  survey  of . .. 

Watertown  Arsenal,  estimate  for  sanitary  improvements  at , 

Watervliet  Arsenal,  estimate  for  improving  sanitary  condition  of 

West  Point,  N.  T.    (See  Military  Academy.) 

Whitehall,  N.  T.,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of  harbor  at.... 

Willapah  River,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Willbur,  J.  M.,  letter  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  relative  to  claim 
of , 

Wood  Island  Harbor,  Maine,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of... 

World's  Industrial  Exposition.    (See  New  Orleans  Exposition.) 

Wyoming  Territory,  letter  from  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  rela- 
nve  to  printing  revised  laws  of •• , 

T. 

Tellowstone  Park^  estimate  of  appropriation  for  protection  and 

improvement  of.... 

York  Harbor,  Maine,  report  of  engineers  on  survey  of 

Z. 

Znfii  Indian  Reservation.  (See  Indians.) 
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41tTH  OoiTOBXSS,  I  HOUSB  OF  BEPBESENTATrTES.     ( Ex.Doo. 
2d  Hetaion,      f  \  No.236. 


FBEKGH  AND  AMEBIGAN  OLAIHS  GOMinSSION. 


MESSAGE 

VROM  THB 


PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


TRANSMITTIHO 


A  report  /ram  the  Secretary  of  State  concerning  the  tran$aciion$  qf  the 

French  and  American  Claims  Commiesion. 


Fdruabt  17, 1885. — Beferredto  the  Committoe  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  ordered  to  be 

printed* 


Executive  Mansion, 
Waehington^  February  17, 1885. 

To  the  Houic  of  Bepresentatives : 

In  response  to  the  resolation  of  the  Hoase  of  Bepresentatives  of  the 
9th  of  January,  1885,  calling  for  certain  correspondence  concerning  the 
transactions  of  the  late  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  I 
transmit  herewith  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  16th  in- 
stant in  relation  to  the  subject. 

CHESTER  A.  AETHUB. 


To  the  President: 

A  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatires,  dated  the  9th  day  of 
January,  1885,  in  relation  to  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commis- 
noQ,  having  been  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  following  reply 
thereto  is  submitted. 

The  resolution  reads : 

Be  it  rewired  htfthe  Bou$eof  B^reienfativee^  That  the  President  he,  and  he  is  herehj, 
requested  to  famish  this  Hunse,  if  not  inconipatil)l<^  with  the  public  service,  a  copv 
ef  all  correspondenco  had  with  the  Oovernmei.t  of  France  in  relation  to  the  French 
and  American  Claims  Commission  stnce  the  23d  day  of  November,  1881,  the  date  of 
the  first  meeting  of  said  Commission,  np  to  the  present  time. 

Second.  Also  a  copy  of  the  communication  or  communications  made  by  the  two  re- 
maining commissioners  to  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  rcMignation  of  Mr.  L.  de 
G^ofroy,  Jnly  11,  1881,  the  date  when  he  withdrew  as  commissioner  on  the  part  of 
the  French  Republic,  and  the  15th  day  of  October  following,  in  relation  to  the  rectig- 
nation  of  said  commissioner ;  and  a  copy  of  the  correspondence  between  the  Qovern- 
Aents  relating  to  the  same  subject,  and  of  the  notice  of  the  GoYemment  of  France  re- 
sppoiating  said  commissioner. 


2  FRENCH  AND   AMERICAN  CLAIM8   COMMISSION. 

Third.  Also  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  number  of  each  and  erery  claim  whieb 
was  withdrawn  by  the  agent  of  either  Government  after  the  same  had  been  doly  filed 
before  said  Commission,  and  the  reasons  for  such  withdrawal,  and  a  copy  of  all  cor- 
respondence between  the  two  Governments  mlating  thereto. 

Fonrth.  Also  a  copy  of  all  reports  or  other  comunnications  made  by  the  American 
commissioner,  the  Hon.  A.  O.  Aldia,  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  relating  to  the  bnsinesa 
of  said  Commission  or  to  any  matter  or  thing  pending  before  said  Commission  from 
the  23d  day  of  November,  1^1,  to  the  present  oate. 

Fifth.  And  also  a  copy  of  the  reports  or  other  commnnications  pertaining  to  the 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  or  any  matter  pending  therein  made  by 
the  Hon.  George  S.  Bontwell,  the  agent  and  counsel  for  the  United  States,  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  from  the  23d  day  of  November,  1881,  to  the  present  date.  Also  a 
oopv  of  the  correspondence  between  the  two  Governments,  relating  to  the  recall  of 
said  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy,  and  the  appointment  and  snbstitntion  by  the  Government  of 
Fnmce  of  Mr.  Alexis  Albert  Lafiu  ve  as  commissioner,  on  or  about  May  22, 1883. 

Several  hundred  communications  are  on  file  in  this  Department  merely 
asking  for  documentary  testimony  for  the  use  of  the  Commissioni  and 
transmitting  the  same  when  procured.  These  being  purely  formal  let- 
ters, and  having  no  relation  to  the  si>ecific  topics  mentioned  in  tbe  reso- 
lution, it  has  not  been  deemed  necessary  to  transmit  copies  thereof! 
Copies  of  all  other  correspondence  on  the  subject  are  annexed  hereto, 
classified  as  nearly  as  practicable,  as  follows : 

First  All  correspondence  with  the  Oovemment  of  France  in  relation 
to  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  since  the  23d  day  of 
November,  1880,  the  dato  of  the  first  meeting  of  said  Commission,  up 
to  the  present  time.    These  are  numbered  from  1  to  40,  inclusive. 

Second.  The  circumstances  which  attended  the  cessation  of  the  exer* 
else  of  his  official  functions  by  Mr.  L.  de  Oeofiroy,  commissioner  of 
France,  will  be  found  set  forth  in  the  minutes  of  the  sessions  of  the 
Commission  held  July  11, 1881,  and  October  12, 1881.  copies  of  which 
minutes  are  herewith  transmitted,  and  numbered  50  anu  51 ,  respectively. 
Ko  correspondence  took  place  between  this  Oovemment  and  that  of 
France  concerning  the  resignation  of  Mr.  L.  de  Oeofroy  July  11^  1881, 
nor  in  relation  to  the  cessation  of  his  official  functions.  Mr.  Aldis,  the 
American  commissioner,  makes  an  incidental  reference  to  this  subject 
in  his  letter  of  July  8, 1881,  hereto  annexed  and  numbered  44.  On  the 
11th  July,  1881,  Baron  de  Arinos,  the  president  of  the  Commission,  and 
Mr.  Aldis,  the  American  commissioner,  addressed  a  joint  communica- 
tion to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  inclosed  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr. 
de  Oeofroy,  This  communication  is  hereto  annexed,  numbered  46.  The 
correspondence  between  the  two  Oovemments  relating  to  change  of 
commissioners  will  be  found  in  the  papers  numbered  22  and  23. 

Third.  In  response  to  that  part  of  the  resolution  asking  for  '^  a  state- 
ment of  the  name  and  number  of  each  and  every  claim  which  was  with- 
drawn by  the  agent  of  either  Oovemment  after  the  same  had  been  duly 
filed  before  said  Commission,  and  the  reasons  for  such  withdrawal,  and 
a  copy  of  all  the  correspondence  between  the  two  Governments  relating 
thereto,"  I  transmit  herewith  a  letter  firom  Mr.  Bontwell  to  Mr.  Davis, 
dated  March  3. 1884,  and  numbered  41,  and  a  communication  firom  Mr. 
Bontwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  numbered  42,  being  his  final  report  as 
agent  and  counsel  of  the  United  States.  In  these  documents  the  general 
information  sought  will  be  found.  The  correspondence  relating  to  the 
withdrawal  of  claims  is  also  hereto  annexed,  and  will  be  found  in  its 
chronological  order  in  the  diplomatic  and  general  letters  transmitted. 

Fourth.  The  communications  between  this  Department  and  the  Ameri- 
can commissioner,  Mr.  Asa  O.  Aldis,  are  transmitted  herewith,  and  num- 
bered firom  43  to  49. 
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Fifth.  A  response  to  the  fifth  section  of  the  resolution  will  be  found 
in  the  accompanying  paper,  No.  42,  being  Mr.  Bontwell's  fihal  report, 
and  in  the  correspondence  between  this  Department  and  Mr.  BoatweU, 
herewith  transmitted,  and  numbered  from  60  to  121j  includve. 

Bespectfully  submitted. 

FRED'K  T.  FEELINGHUYSBN. 

Department  op  Stats, 

Washingtonj  February  17,  1885. 


LIST  OF  ACCOMPANIMENTS. 
I. — Diplomatic  omrespondm^ce. 

U  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  Eyarts,  August  23, 1880. 

2.  Mr.  Bvarts  to  Mr.  Ontrey,  October  7,  1880. 

3.  Mr.  OQtrey  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  24,  1881. 

4.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Outrey,  March  28,  1881. 

5.  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  Blaine,  Noyember  18, 1881. 

6.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Outrey,  December  17,  1881. 

7.  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  Frelinghayaen,  December  21, 1881. 

8.  Mr.  Frelinghayaen  to  Mr.  Oatrey,  January  3, 1882. 

9.  Mr.  Frelinghayaen  to  Mr.  Outrey,  February  7, 1882. 

10.  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  February  9,  1882. 

11.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Outrey,  February  18, 1882. 
13.  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  February  22, 1882. 

13.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Outrey,  February  28, 1882. 

14.  Mr.  Oatrey  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  May  8, 1882. 

15.  Mr.  if^relinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Outrey,  May  9, 1882. 

16.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Rouatan,  Auguat  1,  1882. 

17.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Rouatan,  December  29, 1882. 

18.  Mr.  Koaaton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  January  3,  1883. 

19.  Mr.  Rouaton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  February  5,  1883. 

20.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Kouatan,  February  24,  1883. 

21.  Mr.  Roaatan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  March  7,  1883. 

22.  Mr.  Kooatan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  May  16,  1883. 

23.  Mr.  Dayia  to  Mr.  Rouatan,  May  19,  1883. 

24.  Mr.  Frelinghayaen  to  Mr.  Denant,  December  27, 1883. 

25.  Mr.  Rouatan  to  Mr.  Dayia,  January  7, 1884. 

26.  Mr.  Dayia  to  Mr.  Rouatan,  January  7,  1884. 

27.  Mr.  Rouatan  to  Mr.  Freliughuyaen,  January  11,  1884. 

28.  MLr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Rouatan,  January  15, 1884. 

29.  Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Blaine,  October  13,  1881. 

30.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Morton,  December  15, 1883. 

31.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Morton,  December  17, 1883. 

32.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Morton,  telegram,  December  21, 1883. 

33.  Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  No.  463,  December  21, 1^3. 

34.  Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  December  28, 1883. 

35.  Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  No.  467,  January  23, 1884. 

36.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Morton,  No.  424,  January  8,  1884. 

37.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Morton,  telegram,  January  8,  1884. 

38.  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr.  Morton,  telegram,  January  11  ISSi^, 

39.  Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  telegram  January  14,  1884. 

40.  Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  No.  478,  January  15,  1884. 

II. — In  relatian  to  claim$  withdrawn  from  the  canMeration  of  the  ConinUeeiim, 

41.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  DaviH,  March  3,  1884. 

42.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen,  final  report.  May  10, 1884. 

III. — Correspondence  of  the  Hon,  A$a  0.  Jldie,  the  American  oommieeioner, 

43.  Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr.  Blaine,  Jnne  4,  1881. 

44.  Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr.  Blaine,  Jnly  8,  1881. 

45.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Aldia,  July  8, 1^81. 

46.  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Aldia  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  July  11,  I88I» 
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47.  Mr.  AldU  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  April  15,  1883. 
4a  Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr.  FrelingbnyBen,  Febmary  3, 1883. 

49.  Mr.  AldiB  to  Mr.  FrelinKhnysen,  April  16, 1863. 

50.  Minntes  of  the  aeeeion  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commiasion,  held 
July  11, 1881. 

51.  Minotes  of  the  seaeion  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  held 
October  12,  1881. 

IV. — Miioellanetnu  earre$pondene», 

58.  Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Evarts,  December  1, 1880. 

53.  Mr.  Evarts  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  December  9,  1880. 

54.  Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Blaine,  June  3, 1881. 

55.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  June  6,  1881. 

56.  Mr.  Brown  to  Mr.  Peddrick.  Jnly  18, 1881. 

57.  Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen,  May  15, 1882. 

58.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  March  5,  lt:83. 

59.  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  to  Mr.  Randall,  Febmary  28,  1884.  , 

Y .-^Corrupondence  with  Mr.  Boutwell,  agent  and  eouMelfar  the  United  States. 

60.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarts,  January  25,  1881. 

61.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  EvarU,  January  25,  1881. 

62.  Mr.  Evarts  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  January  29,  1681. 

63.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarts,  February  15,  1881. 

64.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarts,  February  24,  1881. 

65.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarts,  February  25,  1881. 

66.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  8,  1881. 

67.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  10.  1881. 

68.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  March  10;  1881. 

69.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  March  19,  1881. 

70.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  April  13,  1881. 

71.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  April  20,  1881. 

72.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  May  2,  1881. 

73.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  May  6,  1881. 

74.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr  Boutwell,  May  17,  IS-'l. 

75.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  May  18,  1881. 

76.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaiue,  May  18,  1881. 

77.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine,  June  18,  1881. 

78.  Mr.  Blaiue  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  August  .5,  1881. 

79.  Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  December  17,  1881. 

80.  Mr.  J.  C.  Bancroft  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  December  27,  1881. 

81.  Mr.  John  Davis  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen,  January  25,  1882. 

82.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinehuysen,  February  4,  1882. 

83.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  J.  C.  Bancroft  Davis,  February  6,  1882. 

84.  Mr.  John  Davis  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen,  February  11,  1882. 

85.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen,  February  17,  1882. 

86.  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  March  20,  l>i82, 

87.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  April  15,  1882. 

88.  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

89.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen. 

90.  Mr.  Bontw^ll  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen.  September  2,  1882. 

91.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  September  16,  18?:J2. 

92.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  DaviH.  November  15,  1882. 

93.  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  November  20,  1882, 

94.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davis,  December  18,  1H82. 

95.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  December  20,  1882. 

96.  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  January  2,  1883. 

97.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  January  10,  1883. 

98.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  January  12,  1883. 

99.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  January  31,  1883. 

100.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  February  24,  1883. 

101.  Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  May  23,  1883. 

102.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Fn  lingbnys«^n,  June  1.5,  1883. 

103.  Mr  Frelin^huvsen  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  June  19,  1883. 

104.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  October  13,  1883. 

105.  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen,  October  24,  18«3. 

106.  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Bontwell,  November  8,  1883. 

107.  Mr.  Bontwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghnysen,  November  16,  1883* 


FRENCH  AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

lOa  Mr.  BoQtwell  to  Mr.-Frelingboysen,  December  21,  1883. 

109.  Kr.  FreliDghaysentoMr.  Boatwell,  December  27, 1883.1 

110.  Mr.  BontweJl  to  Mr.  Frelinghaysen,  Janaary  8,  1884. 

111.  Mr.  Bout  well  to  Mr.  FreliDffhayaeD,  January  18, 1884. 
lis.  Mr.  f^elinghoysen  to  Mr.  Boot  well,  Jannary  21, 18H4. 

113.  Mr.  Bootwell  to  Mr.  FreliDghaysen,  Janaary  24, 1884. 

114.  Mr.  FreliDghuysen  to  Mr.  Bontwell,  February  7, 1884. 

115.  Mr.  Boatwell  to  Mr.  Frelingliiiysen,  February  11, 1884. 

116.  Mr.  Boatwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghnystfu,  February  20, 1884. 

117.  Mr.  Bontwell  to  Mr.  Davis,  February  23,  ItiSA, 

118.  Mr.  Boatwell  to  Mr.  Frellngbuysen  March  31, 1884. 

119.  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  April  2, 1884. 

120.  Mr.  Frelmghnysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  April  2, 1884. 

121.  Mr.  Boatwell  to  Mr.  FrellDghnyBen,  June  28, 1884. 


PAPERS 

ACCOMPANYING  THE  REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  STATE,  TRANS- 
MITTING THE  CORRESPONDENCE  OF  THE  FRENCH  AND  AMEMCAN 
CLAIMS  COMMISSION,  IN  RESPONSE  TO  THE  RESOLUTION  OF  THE 
HOUSE  OJF  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  JANUARY  9,  1885. 


No.  1. 

[Translatioii.] 

Mr,  Outrey  to  Mr.  EvarU* 

Legation  op  Feancb  in  the  United  States, 

•    Washififfton,  August  23, 1880. 

Mr.  Secretary  of  State: 

I  have  the  hoDor  to  inform  yoa  that,  in  execution  of  the  convention  of 
the  15th  January  last,  M.  de  Oeofroy,  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the 
first  class,  has  been  designated  by  the  French  Government  to  exercise 
the  functions  of  commissioner  in  the  Commission  charged  with  settling 
the  Franco- American  claims.  By  the  same  decree  Mr.  Lanen,  consm 
of  the  first  class,  has  been  appointed  agent,  and  Mr.  de  Ghambrun  coun- 
sel of  France  before  that  Commission. 

In  order  not  to  depart  from  the  spirit  of  the  Convention,  the  com- 
pensation of  M.  de  Oeofroy  shall  be  the  same  as  that  fixed  by  Congress 
for  the  commissioner  of  the  United  States,  namely,  40,000  francs.  I 
cannot,  however,  fail  to  observe  to  you  that,  according  to  our  several 
conversations  previously  held  on  this  subject,  we  had  thought  that  the 
sum  of  50.000  irancs  would  have  been  adopted ;  therefore  M.  de  Frey- 
sinet  expresses  some  regret  that  the  appropriation  bill  should  have 
established  a  reduced  limit  of  $8,000,  seeing  that  it  also  has  to  be 
applied  to  the  Brazilian  commissioner  as  well  as  to  that  of  the  United 
States,  without  leaving  any  latitude  for  giving,  as  far  as  possible,  to  the 
three  delegates  positions  really  equivalent  from  a  material  point  of 
view.  In  directing  me  to  address  this  communication  to  you,  the  min- 
ister of  foreign  affairs  charges  me  to  ask  you  if  the  sum  set  apart  as  the 
allowance  by  the  United  States  to  the  third  commissioner  is  to  be  con- 
sidered as  definitely  fixed.  Perhaps,  when  we  become  acquainted  with 
the  exact  situation  of  the  commissioner,  you  may  judge  it  opportune  to 
arrive  at  an  understanding  for  the  puipose  of  according  to  him  a  sup- 
plementary concession,  justified  by  the  exceptional  circumstances  in 
which  an  agent  sent  so  far  from  his  country  on  a  temporary  mission 
would  find  himself  placed. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  &c., 

MAX.  OUTEEY. 

Hon.  Wm.  M.  Evarts, 

Secretary  of  State. 

€ 
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No.  2. 

Mr,  EvarU  to  Mr,  Outrey, 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  October  7, 1880. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  President  has  named 
Asa  O.  Aldis,  esq.,  as  commissioner  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  un- 
der the  claims  convention  of  January  15,  1880,  between  this  country 
and  France ;  and  likewise  that  he  has  appointed  Washington  F.  Fed- 
drick,  esq.,  as  secretary  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  the  Com- 
mission to  be  organized  under  the  convention  in  question. 

Accept  the  assurances  of  my  very  high  consideration. 

WM.  M.  EVAETS. 

Mr.  Maxime  Outrey,  d;c. 


No.  3. 

Mr,  Outrey  to  Mr,  Blaine, 

Legation  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washingtonj  March  24, 1881. 

Kr.  Secretary  of  State  :  * 

The  French  commissioner  in  the  French-American  Claims  Gommission 
informs  me  that,  in  pursuance  of  a  recent  decision  of  the  ministry  of  for- 
eign affiurs  at  Paris,  Mr.  Paul  Dejardin,  consul  at  Charleston^  has  been 
appointed  agent  of  the  French  Oovemment  in  that  Commission,  vice 
Mr.  Laneu. 

In  accordance  with  the  desire  expressed  by  Mr.  de  G^ofroy,  I  have  the 
honor  to  bring  this  change  to  your  notice,  begging  yon  to  be  pleased 
to  take  the  measures  necessary  to  cause  Mr.  Dejardin  to  be  recognized 
in  his  new  capacity. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  m j 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTEBT. 

Hon.  James  O.  Blaine, 

Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 


No.  4. 

Mr,  Blaine  to  Mr.  Outrey, 

Department  op  State, 

Washington^  March  28,  1881. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of 
the  24th  instant,  in  which  you  inform  me  that  the  minister  of  foreign 
affairs  of  France  has  designated  Mr.  Paul  Dejardin,  consul  at  Charles- 
ton, to  act  as  agent  of  your  Oovemment,  before  the  French  and  Ameri- 
can Claims  Commission,  in  place  of  Mr.  Laneu. 

Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  highest  consideration. 

JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

Mr.  Maxime  Outrey,  die. 
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No.  6. 

Mr.  Outrey  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Legation  op  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washingtotin  November  18, 1881. 
Mr.  Secretary  of  State: 

Id  the  month  of  February  last  Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  preseDted  a  memo« 
rial  to  the  French  and  Ameri(*/an  Claims  Oommission.  The  object  of 
that  paper  was  to  indace  that  Commission  to  examine  a  case  in  which 
certain  merchandise,  alleged  to  be  American,  had  been  seixed  by  a 
French  vessel  cf  war,  the  said  merchandise  having  been  shipped  in 
1870  on  board  of  the  Magdalena,  a  German  vessel  about  to  sail  from 
New  York  for  Bremen. 

This  case  having  been  decided  in  France  by  the  prize  court,  and  af- 
terwards,  on  appeal  by  the  council  of  state,  the  agent  of  the  French 
Government  before  the  Commission  has  invoked  the  stipulations  of  Ar- 
ticle II  of  the  convention  of  January  15, 1880,  requesting  the  agent  of 
the  United  States  Government  to  withdraw  it  before  action  in  the  case 
is  taken  by  the  Commission. 

On  the  27th  of  June  last  Mr.  Bontwell  addressed  to  Mr.  Grimaud  de 
Caux  a  note  written  by  Mr.  O'Connor,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
objections  raised  by  our  agent  do  not  seem  to  be  approved  by  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  Department  of  State.  The  question  of  principle  which 
is  raised  by  this  circumstance  may  have  such  serious  consequences,  as 
regards  the  ulterior  enforcement  of  the  stipulations  of  the  convention, 
that  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  call  your  most  serious  attention  to  the  difier* 
ence  of  opinion  existing  between  our  agents. 

As  Mr.  O'Connor  very  correctly  remarks  in  his  aforesaid  note,  "any 
international  question  that  might  or  may  arise  as  to  the  true  iuterpreta* 
tion  of  the  treaty  should  be  dealt  with  directly  by  and  between  the 
diplomatic  representatives  of  the  respective  Governments,"  and  this  is 
precisely  the  case  that  now  presents  itself;  it  is  therefore  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  exchange  our  views  in  order  to  be  able  to  set- 
tle this  difference. 

Mr.  O'Connor  commits  the  first  error  in  his  note  by  stating  that  the 
claims  are  not  necessarily  presented  to  the  Commission  by  the  respect- 
ive Governments  on  behalf  of  their  citizens,  but  that  they  may  be  pre- 
sented directly  by  the  claimants  themselves.  Articles  5  and  6  of  the 
convention  absolutely  exclude  this  view  of  the  case.  The  appointment 
of  agents,  whose  mediation  is  solicited  for  the  presentation  of  claims^ 
is  designed  for  the  very  purpose  of  securing  to  both  Governments  an 
efficient  examination  of  their  nature  and  legality. 

As  to  the  opinion  that  the  Commission  may  be  compared  to  a  Federal 
court,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  equally  erroneous.  The  Federal  courts,  if  I 
am  not  mistakei,  are  governed  by  the  Constitution  and  the  general 
laws  of  the  country-,  which  laws  have  provided  means  for  lectifyiugany 
errors  that  they  may  make,  either  in  respect  to  jurisdiction  or  to  com- 
petence; whereas  the  Commission  is  an  exceptional  tribunal,  having 
a  special  duty  to  perform,  which  is  determined  by  the  convention  itselK 
In  investing  the  Commisson  with  absolute  powers,  and  in  according  to 
its  decisions  a  character  of  finality  from  which  there  is  no  appeal,  the 
two  Governmi'Uts  intended  that  those  powers  should  be  exercised  only 
within  the  rigorous  limits  fixed  by  them,  and  they  have  never  dreamed 
of  authorizing  the  Commissioners  to  enlarge  their  sphere  of  action  by 
leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  them.    Mr* 
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Boatwell  has  already  recognized  this  priDoiple  in  several  instances, 
when  he  has  referred  to  the  Department  of  State  for  the  elucidation  of 
donbtful  point8,  and  I  take  pleasure  in  testifying  that  the  Department 
has  never  sought  to  avoid  the  responsibility  of  expressing  its  opinion 
with  regard  to  true  meaning  of  certain  of  the  terms  of  the  convention 
of  January  15,  1880. 

This  general  rule  being  established,  it  remains  for  us  to  examine  the 
special  case  submitted  to  our  consideration. 

Article  II  of  the  convention  of  January  15  was  drawn  up  with  par- 
ticular care,  and  it  seems  strange  that  there  should  be  any  diflference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  its  provisions.  Since  claims  arising  from 
damage  caused  by  acts  of  war  are  not  governed  by  precise  laws  their 
settlement  varies  according  to  countries  and  circumstances;  it  is,  how- 
ever, in  all  cases,  subjected  fjo  such  conditions  as  it  pleases  the  Govern- 
ments concerned  to  establish. 

Now,  during  the  negotiation  of  the  convention  of  1880,  it  was  well 
understood  that  neither  of  the  contracting  parties  would  consent  to  any 
revision  of  decisions  pronounced  within  its  territory  by  competent  au- 
thorities in  any  form  whatever.  In  order  to  meet  such  a  case,  Article 
U  formally  and  explicitly  provides  that  the  Commission  shall  not  decide 
any  claim  that  either  Government  has  already  caused  to  be  settled, 
either  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise,  by  competent  authorities. 

According  to  our  view,  the  case  of  the  Magdalena  has  been  judicially 
settled,  since  it  has  been  passed  upon  by  two  bodies  invested  with  judi- 
cial powers.  I  am  aware  that  different  doctrines  have  been  laid  down 
with  regard  to  the  weight  to  be  attached  to  the  decision  of  prize  courts; 
it  does  not  seem  to  me,  however,  that  this  is  a  proper  time  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  those  doctrines,  for  even  admitting  for  the  moment  that  the 
case  of  the  Magdalena  is  not  to  be  considered  as  having  been  judicially 
decided,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  it  comes  under  the  head  of  those  which 
have  been  otherwise  decided  by  competent  authorities. 

I  have  every  reason  to  believe,  judging  from  the  conversation  which  I 
bad  the  honor  to  have  with  you  yesterday,  that  you  will  share  this  view, 
and  I  therefore  beg  you  to  instruct  your  agent  to  withdraw  this  case, 
as  one  of  which  the  commission  is  not  competent  to  take  cognizance. 
A  speedy  decision  in  this  matter  is  highly  important  for  the  avoidance 
of  a  serious  conflict,  which  might  arise  if  this  Commission,  having  a 
case  brought  before  it  in  which  it  has  no  jurisdiction,  should  consider 
itself  thereby  authorized  to  decide  such  case. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTREY. 

Hon.  James  G.  Blaine, 

Secretary  of  &tale  of  the  United  States, 


No.  6. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr,  Outrey, 

Department  op  State, 

Washington^  December  17,  1881 . 

Sib*.  Beferring  to  your  note  of  the  18th  ultimo  in  relation  to  the  case 
of  Isaac  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  which  was  presented  to 
the  American  and  French  Claims  Commission  in  February  la&t,  aii4L.\jo 
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the  several  conTereations  which  we  have  had  opon  the  gabject,  I  have 
the  honor  to  state  that  alter  snch  oonsidaataoD  as  I  have  been  able  to 
give  to  the  qnestion,  1  have  reached  the  eonclnaion  that  that  claim,  be- 
canse  of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by  the  competent  antboritiee  of 
France  of  which  it  has  b^o  the  SDbject,  is  not  properly  within  the  cog- 
nizance of  the  Mixed  CommissiOD  established  under  the  provisions  of 
the  convenlion  of  the  15th  of  January,  18S0,  between  the  two  Bepablics. 

In  accordance,  therefore,  with  this  determination  the  agent  and 
counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  Slates  will  be  inatructed  to  withdraw 
the  claim  of  Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  from  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Commission. 

In  taking  this  view  of  the  qnestion  involved  in  the  claim  referred  to, 
I  am  influenced  in  no  small  measnre  by  the  earnest  desire  felt  by  this 
Government  to  give  full  effect  to  the  spirit  no  less  than  to  the  letter  of 
the  second  article  of  the  conveudoo,  and  by  thus  withholding  from  the 
cognizance  of  that  iutomational  tribunal  any  claim  which  may  have  al- 
ready been  made  the  subject  of  inquiry  and  detenninatioD  by  the  com- 
petent authorities  of  France,  avoid  any  occasion  for  making  the  compe- 
tency of  Boch  proceedings  the  subject  of  question  or  rexiew.  That  the 
French  Government,  animated  by  a  like  disposition,  will  poraue  a  similar 
course  with  regard  to  any  claims  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission  on  behalf  of  citizens  of  France  against  the  United  States 
which  shaU  be  found  tohavealready  been  ioqniied  into  and  decided  either 
diplomatically,  judicially  or  otherwise  by  the  competent  authorities  of 
of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  allow  myself  to  donbt. 

I  have  also  to  request  that  you  will  convey  to  your  Government  the 
distinct  understanding  of  that  of  the  United  States,  that  in  regard  to 
the  merits  of  Mr.  Taylor's  claim  and  also  with  respect  to  any  other 
remedy  that  he  may  deem  open  to  him,  the  present  measure  of  with- 
drawing the  claim  from  the  consideration  of  the  Mixed  Commission  is 
not  to  be  taken  as  any  expression  of  opinion  against  the  justice  of  the 
claim,  nor  to  be  hereafter  urged  in  har  of  any  other  remedy  he  may 
seek  to  avail  himself  of,  nor  in  any  manner  to  prejudice  his  rights  in  re- 
lation to  the  claim  in  questioo. 

I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion  to  renew  to  yon,  sir,  the  assurances  of 
my  highest  consideration. 

JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

Mr.  Haxthb  Outebt,  «£c. 


Jlfr.  Outrey  to  ilfr.  FrelingkujfKn. 

Legation  of  Fbakce  th  tbe  United  States, 

WathingUm,  Dfcember  21, 188L 

Mr.  Skcbetabt  of  State  :  In  reply  to  certain  obse^^~ationa  which 

were  addressed  to  him  by  me  on  the  18th  ultimo,  relative  to  a  claim 

which  Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  desired  to  lay  before  the  French  and  A  merican 

Commission,  your  predecessor  did  me  the  honor  to  write  me,  on  the  17th 

instant,  that  after  a  careful  examination  of  the  question,  he  had  reached 

the  conclosion  that  the  spirit  and  letter  of  Article  II  of  the  convention 

of  Jaooary  15,  1880,  did  not  allow  the  admission  of  the  competence 

tiiid  C<ii[iioi88ion  in  that  matter.     He  consequently  informed  m« 

ructions  had  been  sent  to  the  agent  and  counsel  of  the  United 

I  withiiraw  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taylor. 
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That  deciaion  was,  Devertheless,  adopted  under  certain  conditions. 
Mr.  Blaine  wished  to  have  it  distinctly  understood  between  the  two 
Govemments  that  the  measure  which  he  had  taken  did  not  imply  the 
expression  of  any  opinion  with  regard  to  the  justice  or  the  merits  of  the 
claim  itself;  that  it  could  not  be  made  the  ground  of  any  legal  objec- 
tion in  case  the  claimants  should  have  recourse  to  other  means  of  action, 
and  finally  that  it  could  in  no  wise  prejudice  any  rights  that  they  might 
consider  themselves  to  have. 

After  having  referred  the  matter  to  Paris,  I  am  happy  to  be  able  to 
ioform  you  that  my  Oovernment  gives  its  adhesion  to  these  conditions, 
that  is  to  say,  that  it  admits  that  the  fact  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  claim 
of  Isaac  Taylor  in  no  wise  prejudices  the  substance  of  that  claim, 
whose  validity,  whatever  that  may  be,  remains  precisely  what  it  was  be- 
fore this  incident  occurred. 

I  need  not  add  that,  on  our  part,  we  shall  strictly  observe  the  case 
arising,  the  legal  interpretation  given,  by  mutual  consent,  to  Article  II 
of  the  convention  of  January  15, 1880. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTBET. 

Hon.  FB£D£BICK  T.  Fbelinghutsen, 

Secretary  of  the  United  States. 


No.  8. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Outrey. 

Department  of  State, 
Washington^  Ja/nuary  3, 1882. 

SiB:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the 
21st  ultimo,  communicating  with  respect  to  the  effect  of  the  withdrawal 
'  of  the  claim  of  Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  from  the  consideration  of  the  French 
and  American  Claims  Commission. 
Accept,  &c., 

FBBD'K  T.  FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Mr.  Majlime  Outeet,  &c. 


No.  9. 

Mr.. Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Outrey. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  February  7, 1882. 

Sib  :  Referring  to  your  note  of  the  21st  of  December  last,  in  which 
you  were  so  good  as  to  say  that  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic 
would,  on  its  side,  observe  the  legal  interpretation  given  by  common 
accord  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880, 1 
have  now  the  honor  to  inclose  a  list  of  cases  which  are  reported  to  me 
by  the  assistant  counsel  of  the  United  States,  as  coming  within  the  rule 
adopted  by  common  consent,  and  I  beg  to  ask  that  instructions  may  be 
given  to  the  agent  for  France  to  have  these  cases  dismissed  in  whole  or 
in  part  according  to  the  statements  in  the  accompanying  li^t. 
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It  is  understood,  of  coarse,  that  farther  and  other  motions  for  dis- 
missal may  be  made  on  either  side  hereafter,  as  the  pleadings  or  proof 
may  disclose  that  claims  come  within  the  operation  of  Arlicle  II,  as 
mutually  construed. 

Accept,  sir,  &c., 

FRED'K  T.  FBELINGHUYSEN. 

Mr.  Maxime  Outbey,  do. 


No.  10. 

[TranaUtion.] 

Mr.  Outrey  to  Mr.  Frelingkut/sen. 

Legation  op  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washington^  February  9,  1882. 
Mr.  Secret  aey  of  State  : 

I  have  received  the  letter  which  you  did  me  the  honor  to  address  to 
me  under  date  of  the  17th  instant,  requesting  the  withdrawal  of  a  cer* 
tain  number  of  claims  ap:ainst  the  United  States  Government,  which 
are  now  on  the  docket  of  the  French  and  American  Commission.  That 
letter  was  accompanied  by  a  list  iiresented  on  the  25th  of  January  by 
the  assistant  counsel  of  tbe  American  Government,  showing  the  cases 
which,  as  is  stated,  that  Commission,  accordiug  to  Article  II  of  the  con- 
vention of  January  15, 1880,  is  not  competent  to  examine. 

I  have  transmitted  these  documents  to  the  agent  of  the  French  Gov- 
emment,  who  has  special  charge  of  the  presentation  of  the  claims  of 
our  citizens,  requesting  him  to  come  to  an  understanding  with  Mr. 
Boutwell  or  his  assistant  for  the  elucidation  of  the  faets,  and  I  do  not 
for  an  instant  doubt  that  he  will  speedily  withdraw  such  as  have  already 
been  settled. 

The  understanding  which  was  reached  in  December  last  between  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  that  of  France  in  regard  to  the 
precise  meaning  of  the  stipulations  of  Article  I£  of  tbe  convention 
leaves  no  room  for  tbe  supposition  thatihere  can  be  any  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  agents  of  the  two  countries  as  to  tbe  principles 
whereby  they  are  to  be  guided.  It  will,  I  think,  be  sufficient  for 
them  po  communicate  to  each  other  the  documents  on  wbich  their 
responsibility  is  to  rest.  If,  however,  any  disagreement  shall  arise,  it 
will  be4he  duty  of  Mr.  Griniaud  de  Caux  to  inform  the  legation  of  the 
reasons  thereof,  and  I  shall  not  fail  in  that  case  to  confer  with  the  De- 
partment of  State. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTREY. 


No.  11. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Outrey. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington,  February  18,  1882. 

Sib  :  Referring  to  our  recent  correspondence  in  reference  to  the  dis- 
missal of  such  of  the  claims  now  pending  before  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission  as  may  be  found  from  time  to  time  to 
come  within  the  operation  of  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  January 
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16, 1880,  as  matually  construed,  I  now  have  the  honor  to  request  that 
appropriate  action  may  be  taken  by  your  legation  in  reference  to  the 
eases  of  Jules  Perrodin,  No.  90,  and  of  O.  A.  Le  More,  No.  211,  which 
are  referred  to  in  the  accompanying  papers. 

Accept,  &c., 

FBBD'K  T.  FBBLINQHUTSBN. 

Mr.  Maxtmk  Oxttbby,  dko. 


No.  12. 

rTraiiilatloii.l 

Mr.  Outrey  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Legation  of  Fbance  in  the  United  States, 

Washington^  February  22, 1882. 
Mr.  Secbetaby  of  State  : 

I  have  received  the  letter  which  you  did  me  the  honor  to  address  to 
me  on  the  18th  of  this  month,  wherewith  you  transmitted  to  me  various 
documents  relative  to  the  claims  of  which  Messrs.  Boutwell  and  John 
Davis  ask  the  withdrawal  as  coming  within  the  scope  of  the  second  ar- 
ticle of  the  convention  of  15th  January,  1880.  As  I  had  already  previ- 
ously done  with  regard  to  the  list  which  you  sent  me  on  the  7th  of  this 
month,  I  now  send  these  documents  to  Mr.  Orimaud  de  Caux,  charging 
him  to  come  to  an  understanding  with  the  agent  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  before  the  Commission. 

Permit  me  to  embrace  this  fresh  occasion  to  call  your  attention  to 
the  erroneous  impression  which  seems  to  exist  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Bout- 
well  concerning  the  part  to  be  taken  by  the  Department  of  State  and 
'the  legation  of  France  in  the  application  of  the  second  article  in  ques- 
tion. 

According  to  the  principles  established  by  common  consent,  as  is 
witnessed  by  the  notes  exchanged  on  the  18th  of  November  and  the 
17th  and  21f;t  of  December,  1881,  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the 
treaty  belong  to  the  two  contracting  Oovernments  and  not  in  any  way 
to  the  Commission,  from  which  it  follows  that  in  case  of  disagreement 
between  the  respective  agents  before  the  Commission,  the  question 
should  be  laid  before  the  two  Governments,  but  this  arrangement  can- 
not have  the  effect  of  discharging  the  agents  from  the  obligation  of  giv- 
ing joint  consideration  to  the  difficulties  which  may  arise.  It  is,  there- 
fore, only  in  the  event  of  its  being  impossible  for  them  to  reach  an 
agreement  that  they  should  make  reference  to  us,  and  then  it  is  indis- 
pensable that  they  should  lay  before  us  the  objections  raised  on  either 
hand. 

Kow,  I  see  nothing  in  the  letters  of  Mr.  Boutwell  or  in  the  papers 
therewith. which  can  enlighten  us  as  to  the  causes  of  disagreement. 

I  am  convinced,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  that  after  having  examined 
the  question  you  will  recognize  that  any  other  manner  of  proceeding 
can  only  lead  to  delays  and  perhaps  regrettable  confusion.  I  should, 
therefore,  be  very  glad  should  you  deem  it  opportune  to  instruct  the 
agent  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  be  pleased  hereafter 
to  address  himself  first  to  the  agent  of  the  Government  of  France,  as 
the  latter  has  himself  done  to  Mr.  Boutwell  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  asi^rances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

MAX.  OUTEEY* 

Hon.  FSEDBBICK  T.  FlELELINOEUYBEN. 
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No,  13. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  Outrey. 

Dbpabtment  of  State, 

Washington,  February  28, 1882. 

Sib:  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  22d  instant,  I 
have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  I  fnlly  concnr  in  your  snggestions  as 
to  the  best  method  of  proceeding  in  the  class  of  cases  pending  before 
the  French  and  American  Claims  Oommission,  which  come  within  the 
principle  of  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor,  as  mutaally  agreed  npon  between 
the  two  Governments,  and  that  I  have  accordingly  instructed  Mr.  Boat- 
well  to  confer  with  the  agent  of  France  in  regard  to  sach  cases,  and  to 
arrange  all  that  can  be  arranged  in  that  way,  without  reference  to  dip* 
lomatic  means. 

Accept,  &C., 

FEEDER  T.  FEELDf GHUYSBK 

Mr.  Maxima:  Outbbt,  dfc. 


No.  14. 

Mr,  Outrey  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen, 

Legation  of  Fbance  in  the  United  States, 

Washingtony  May  8, 1882. 
Mr.  Segbetaby  of  State  : 

On  the  28th  of  February  last  the  majority  of  the  Commission  en- 
trusted with  the  settlement  of  French  and  American  claims  rendered 
a  decision  worded  as  follows  in  regard  to  the  claim  of  one  Ohourreau: 

In  ibis  oase  npon  the  facts  before  ns  we  are  not  prepared  to  hold  that  at  the  time 
of  the  bnming  of  the  cotton  the  place  was  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  and  therefore  the  claim  is  disallowed. 

Barox  de  ABINOS. 

A.  0.  ALOIS. 

To  understand  that  decision  it  should  be  said  that  the  place  where 
arose  the  damage  for  which  M.  Ghourreau  was  asking  redress  was  sit- 
uated within  the  territory  of  the  Confederate  States. 

The  agent  of  the  United  States  has  proposed  to  give  to  this  decision 
the  character  of  a  general  rule,  and  as  early  as  the  14th  of  March  he 
submitted  to  the  Commission  for  its  approval,  the  following  motion : 

The  Go  vemment  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  a  loss  of  property  if  the  prop- 
erty at  the  time  the  loss  occurred  was  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States. 

No  serious  objection  would  have  been  made  to  that  proposition  if 
their  true  meaning,  had  been  left  to  the  words  <<  territorial  jurisdiction," 
but  their  sense  was  completely  distorted  in  setting  forth  that  at  the 
time  of  the  rebellion  the  Southern  States  were  withdrawn  from  the  ter- 
ritorial jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  up  to  the  time  the  Federal 
courts  had  there  resumed  their  full  exercise. 

According  to  this  strange  doctrine  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
would  be  limited  to  certain  geographical  boundaries  arbitrarily  estab- 
lished in  accordance  with  vague  and  undefined  interpretations.  Beyond 
these  limits  d^ages,  even  though  they  were  caused  by  the  Federal  au- 
thorities of  the  United  States,  would  not  give  rise  to  indemnity. 
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The  Commission  first  established  this  rale  from  the  moment  when  it 
rejected  the  claim  of  Ghoarreaa  without  examining  it  on  its  merits  and 
solely  on  the  ground  of  the  locality  where  the  damage  occurred. 

Therefore  the  meaning  attributed  to  the  words  ^<  territorial  jurisdic- 
tion "  was  not  doubtful,  and  being  thus  understood  Article  I  of  the  con- 
vention, designed  principally  to  settle  the  French  claims  left  in  abey- 
ance during  so  many  years,  had  for  effect  to  suppress  them  almost 
wholly. 

Within  these  terms  we  are  authorized  to  assert  that  the  interpreta- 
tion, adopted  by  the  majority  of  the  Commission  and  supported  by  Mr. 
Bootwell,  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  convention,  and  that  it  con- 
flicts with  the  manifest  intention  of  the  contracting  parties. 

The  consequences  which  it  entails  were  too  serious  for  the  agents  of 
the  French  Government  to  allow  it  to  pass  without  protest;  thus  in 
resting  upon  a  difference  in  the  wording  between  the  English  and  French 
text,  a  difference  of  which  an  attempt  was  made  to  take  advantage,  they 
requested  the  Commission  to  refer  it  to  the  high  contracting  parties,  and 
until  they  should  have  come  to  an  understanding  as  to  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  Article  I  of  the  convention,  to  suspend  the  examination  of  any 
affiiir  coming  within  the  category  pointed  out  by  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Boutwell. 

The  Commission  acceded  to  this  proposition,  and  it  is  thus  that  we 
have  been  led  to  try  to  find  out  the  way  to  settle  the  conflict 

I  was  happy  to  observe  during  our  last  interview  that  we  appreciated 
the  facts  in  the  same  way,  and  in  conformity  with  our  agreement  I  have 
the  honor  of  addressing  you  the  present  letter  to  define  our  view. 

According  to  us,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  never  having 
lost  the  right  to  exercise  jurisdiction  in  all  the  States  forming  the  Fed- 
eral Union,  the  words  '^  territorial  jurisdiction,''  in  contradistinction 
with  the  word  ^^  territory,"  could  not  have  a  restrictive  meaning ;  con- 
sequently, whatever  may  have  been  the  reasons  for  that  they  do  not  oo- 
cnr  in  the  French  text,  the  use  of  these  words  in  the  English  text 
should  not  exclude  the  claims  founded  in  damages  caused  by  civil  or 
military  authorities  within  the  boundaries  of  the  territory  of  the  States 
in  rebellion.  In  other  words,  the  fact  that  damage  was  inflicted  in  the 
Confederate  States,  where  the  operation  of  Federsd  justice  was  momen- 
tarily suspended,  could  no  have  any  influence  on  the  validity  of  the  claim, 
and  that  claim  should  be  determined  on  its  own  merits,  without  being 
restricted  by  any  question  of  locality,  the  Southern  States  not  more 
than  the  Northern  States  ever  having  ceased  to  constitute  a  portion  of 
the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

This  interpretation  of  the  English  and  French  texts  gives  Article  I  of 
the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  its  true  meaning.  It  agrees 
with  the  spirit  of  the  convention  and  it  re-establishes  that  perfet^t 
equality  of  treatment  which  the  contracting  parties  have  always  kept  in 
mind. 

If,  as  I  am  confident,  our  views  agree  fully  with  those  you  expressed 
on  last  Friday,  I  should  be  obliged  if  you  would  be  good  enough  to  ac- 
knowledge the  receipt  of  this  letter  in  stating  plainly  the  understand- 
ing arrived  at  between  us.  As  soon  as  yours  is  received  I  consider  that 
it  would  be  proper  to  communicate  to  the  Commission  a  copy  of  the 
oorrespondence  interchanged  on  this  subject  in  order  that  it  may  be  in- 
spired with  the  interpretation  adopted  by  common  consent. 

Please  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my  very 
high  consideration. 

MAX-  OTJTKEiX^ 

Hon.  Fbbdebiox  T.  Fbeungsuysrv. 
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No.  16. 

Mr.  FreKnghuy$en  to  Mr.  Outrey. 

Dbpabtbient  of  State, 

WMkingtanj  May  9, 1882. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yoar  note  of  the 
8th  of  May,  1882,  in  relation  to  the  interpretation  of  the  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  concluded  January  15, 1880,  which  was 
referred  to  the  two  Governments  by  the  Commission. 

Without  assenting  to  the  inference  which  possibly  might  be  drawn 
from  some  non-essential  observations  of  your  note,  I  find  that  we  are 
in  substance  agreed  as  to  the  correct  interpretation  of  that  portion  of 
the  treaty  to  which  this  correspondence  relates,  and  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  our  conversation. 

I  am  glad,  in  compliance  with  your  request,  to  state  the  understand- 
ing arrived  at  between  us.  The  examination  which  I  have  made  of  the 
negotiations  preliminary  to  the  treaty,  and  of  each  text,  convince  me 
that  the  words  '^  territorial  jurisdiction,"  when  used  in  the  first  article 
of  the  treaty,  were  intended  to  have  the  force  of  the  word  "  territory," 
which  is  in  fact  used  in  the  French  text.  So  far  as  the  decision  in  the 
Ohourre^m  case  was  in  conflict  with  this  definition  of  the  wonls  <<  terri- 
torial jurisdiction"  as  being  synonymous  with  the  word  territoire  in  the 
French  text,  it  failed  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  two  Oovernments 
and  should  be  corrected. 

I  desire,  however,  in  order  that  it  may  be  a  complete  understanding 
on  this  point,  to  state  that  I  do  not  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  valid- 
ity of  claims  which  arose  in  that  part  of  the  territory  of  the  United 
States  which  was  in  rebellion  at  the  time  the  claims  are  alleged  to  have 
arisen,  but  leave  such  claims  to  be  decided  in  each  case  by  the  Com- 
mission in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  public  law,  of  justice,  and  of 
equity;  the  interpretation  now  given  to  the  treaty  not  adding  force  to 
claims  which,  measured  by  those  rules,  may  be  invalid. 

Accept,  &c., 

FRED'K  T.  FKELINGHUTSBN. 

Mr.  Maxime  Outrey. 


Ko.  16. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Roustan. 

Department  op  State, 

Wcuihington^  August  1, 1882. 

Sir:  With  reference  to  previous  correspondence  on  the  same  subject, 
I  now  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the 
20th  ultimo,  in  regard  to  the  proposed  Paris  Conference  relative  to  the 
protection  of  submarine  cables,  in  which  you  advise  me  of  Mr.  Frey- 
cinet's  proposition  that  the  IGth  of  October  next  be  designated  as  the 
dpy  for  the  opening  of  the  sessions  of  the  Conference,  both  for  the  con- 
vention relative  to  electrical  unities  and  for  that  concerning  the  protec- 
tion of  submarine  cables,  and  inquire  whether  the  date  named  is  accept- 
able to  this  Government. 
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In  reply  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  I  cannot  yet  definitely 
answer  your  commanication,  for  the  reason  that  it  cannot  be  known 
whether  this  country  will  be  represented  at  the  proposed  Conference 
until  the  appropriation  bills  now  pending  in  Congress  shall  have  been 
acted  upon. 

Assuring  you  that  the  matter  will  receive  my  early  attention,  I  beg 
yoQ  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  highest  consideration. 

FRBD'K  T.  FRELINGHUYSEK 

Mr.  Theodore  Boustan. 


No.  17. 

Mr.  Frelifighuysen  to  Mr.  Boustan. 

Department  op  State, 

WaMngtOTtj  December  29,  1882, 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  suggest  that  now  that  the  ratifications  of  the 
eraveution  of  the  19th  of  July  last,  between  the  United  States  of  Amer- 
ica and  France,  have  been  duly  exchanged,  it  would  be  proper  that  the 
two  Governments  interested  should  communicate  to  His  Majesty  the 
Emperor  of  Brazil  their  desire  to  have  the  services  of  Baron  d'Arinos 
as  third  commissioner  continued  for  the  term  for  which  the  Commission 
has  been  extended  by  the  treaty  in  question. 

I  therefore  submit  herewith  for  your  consideration  a  tbrm  of  an  identic 
note  on  the  subject  to  be  addressed  by  the  respective  diplomatic  repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America  and  France,  at  Kio  Janeiro, 
to  the  Brazilian  minister  of  foreign  affairs. 

Accept,  &c., 

FRBD'K  T.  PRBLINQHUYSEN. 


[Incloaure.] 
Form  of  idtmtio  note. 

Lkgation  or  Rio  Janriro,  1883. 
Minuter  of  Foreign  Jffalr§  of  Brazil : 

Sir:  At  the  instance  of  my  Qovernnient  I  have  the  honor  to  inforin  yon  that  the 
2dth  December,  1882,  the  ratifications  were  duly  exchanged  of  a  snpplenientary  con- 
▼eation  concladed  on  the  19th  of  July,  1882^  between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  the  French  Republic,  extending  the  term  of  the  duration  of  the  Commission  or- 
ganised under  the  convention  of  January  15,  1880,  for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of 
the  citizens  of  either  country  against  the  Govertiment  of  the  other. 

By  this  supplementary  convention  the  term  of  the  Commission  is  prolonged  until 
the  first  of  July,  1883,  subject  to  be  still  further  extended  by  any  interrnption  caused 
by  the  abj^ence  or  disability  of  any  of  tlie  commissioners  for  a  period  not  exceeding, 
in  any  event,  three  months. 

1  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  in  view  of  the  conchision  of  this  supplemeutar3'- 
eonvention,  my  Government  has  instructed  me  to  express  to  His  Majesty  the  Emperor 
of  Brazil,  its  earnest  desire  for  a  continuation  of  the  acceptable  services  of  Baron 
d'Arinos  &»  couimissiouer  for  the  remainder  of  the  term  of  the  Commission  as  extended 
by  the  .supplementary  convention  in  question. 

H.  Ex.  235 2 
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No.  18. 

r  Translation.  1 

Mr.  Roustan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Legation  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washington,  January  3,  1883. 
Mr.  Secretary  of  State  : 

Yoa  did  me  the  honor,  on  the  29th  of  December  last,  to  send  me  the 
draft  of  an  identical  note  which  the  Federal  Government  proposes  to 
address,  in  conjunction  with  the  French  Government,  to  His  Majesty 
the  Emperor  of  Brazil,  requesting  him  to  give  Baron  d'Arinos,  third 
commissioner  of  the  Commission  ap))ointed  tor  the  settlement  of  French 
and  American  claims,  the  powers  which  he  needs  in  order  to  be  enabled 
to  discharge  his  functions  until  July  3,  1883,  which  is  the  term  fixed  by 
the  supplementary  convention  of  extension  recently  concluded  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  that  of  the  French  Kepublic. 

I  at  once  submitted  this  draft  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  at 
Paris,  and  I  feel  convinced  that  after  he  shall  have  taken  cognizance 
thereof  he  will  not  fail  to  instruct  the  minister  of  France  at  Bio  Janeiro 
to  communicate  that  document  to  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Brazil, 
after  having  come  to  an  understanding  with  the  diplomatic  representa- 
tive of  the  United  States  Government. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my  very 
high  consideration. 

TH.  ROUSTAH. 

Hon.  F.  T.  Frslinghuyben. 


No.  19. 

f  Telegram.  1 

Mr.  Roustan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Legation  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washington,  February  5, 188ft. 

The  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  at  PariB 

To  Mr.  Roustan,  Minister  of  the  French  R^puhlie  at  WaehingUm  : 

M.  de  Oeofroy  annoanoee  to  me,  in  coiganction  with  his  colleagues,  that  it  is 
lately  necessary  that  the  powers  of  the  Commission  of  Indemnities  be  again  extended, 
in  order  that  it  may  be  able  to  accomplish  its  task.  The  Washington  Cabinet  accepts 
March  1  as  the  dat^  of  this  second  extension.  It  is,  moreover,  necessary  that  an  un- 
derstanding be  reached,  in  vie^  of  the  speedy  termination  of  the  session  of  Congress. 
In  this  state  of  things,  I  hereby  anthorize  you  to  sign,  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  a  convention  fixing  the  1st  of  March,  1884,  as  the  date  of  the  termina- 
tion of  the  labors  of  the  Commission.  Your  full  powers  will  be  sent  to  you  by  tlM 
nexc  mail.    Be  pleased  to  advise  M.  Geofroy. 

I  certify  the  foregoing  to  be  a  correct  copy. 

TH.  EOUSTAN, 
Minister  of  Franm. 
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No.  20. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Roustan. 

Depaetmbnt  of  State, 

Washington^  February  24, 1883. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inforin  you  that  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  has  consented  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  concluded  on 
the  8tb  instant,  for  extending  the  terra  of  the  French  and  American 
Claims  Commission,  with  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

Article  1,  paragraph  3,  after  the  word  *'  death,"  at  the  end  of  line  2,  insert  the  word 
''or,"  and  iu  lines  3  and. 4  strike  out  the  words  *'  retirement  or  cessation  of  the  fnnc- 
tions." 

Requesting  >ou  to  do  me  the  favor  of  advising  me  at  your  earliest 
lonvenieuce  as  to  the  views  of  your  Government  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed amendments,  1  beg  you  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assnrrance  of 
mv  highest  consideration. 

FRED'K  T.  FRBLINGHUYSEN. 

Ifr.  Thbodobe  Boustan. 


No.  21. 

(TranaUtion.] 

Mr.  Roustan  to  Mr.  Frelingkuysen. 

Legation  op  Fbanoe  in  the  United  States, 

Washington,  March  7,  1883. 

Mr.  Secbetasy  of  State  : 

The  note  which  you  did  me  the  honor  to  address  to  me  on  the  29tk 
of  December  last  contained  a  draft  of  an  identical  note  which  your  Gov- 
ernment proposed  should  be  sent  simultaneously,  by  the  representatives 
of  the  United  States  and  of  France  at  Rio  Janeiro,  to  the  Brazilian  min- 
ister of  foreign  affairs,  for  the  purpose  of  requesting  the  Emperor  Dom 
Pedro  to  be  pleased  to  allow  Baron  d'Arinos,  the  third  commissioner, 
to  continue  his  services  to  the  French  An  erican  Claims  Commission  for 
the  term  for  which  that  Commission  has  been  extended  by  treaty. 

I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  Government  of  the  French 
Republic  has  acted  upon  your  suggestion,  and  that  it  has  sent  the  note, 
of  which  a  copy  is  inclosed,  to  the  Brazilian  Government. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

TH.  ROUSTAN. 

Hon.  FSEDEBIGK  T.  Fbslinghutsen, 

Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  Washington. 


flnolosnre.] 

The  MiNiSTKB  of  the  French  R^ublic  at  Bio^de  Janeiro 

To  his  ExceUency  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  Brazil  : 

8ib:  In  pannance  of  instmctions  receiTed  from  my  Government,  I  have  the  honor 
io  inform  yon  that,  on  the  28th  of  December,  1882,  the  ratifications  weie  exchanged 
of  an  additional  convention  which  was  conclnded  on  the  19th  of  July,  1882,  betrVi^Ks^ 
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the  United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Republic,  for  the  purpose  of  eztending 
the  poriod  of  ftervice  of  the  Commission  appointed  in  pursuance  of  the  convention  m 
January  15,  1B80,  for  the  settlement  of  certain  claims  of  the  two  nations.  This  addi- 
tional convention  extends  the  term  of  the  Commission  until  July  Ij  1883,  which  term 
may  be  extended  in  consequence  of  any  interruption  resulting  from  the  absence  or 
inability  to  act  of  one  of  the  commissioners,  but  for  a  period  which,  according  to  the 
original  treaty,  is  in  no  case  to  exceed  three  months. 

Owing  to  the  conclusion  of  this  additional  convention,  my  Government  has  in- 
structed mc  to  express  to  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Brazil  its  earnest  hope  that  the 
highly  estf^en  ed  services  of  Baron  d'Arinos  as  third  commissioner  may  be  continaed 
during  the  time  which  the  Commission  has  been  extended. 


No.  22. 

[Trsoslation.] 

Mr.  Bonstan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Legation  op  France  in  the  United  States, 

Washingtmy  May  16, 1883. 

Mr.  Secretary  op  State  : 

I  have  jnst  received  a  dispatch  from  the  mlDistry  of  foreign  relations 
which  directs  me  to  inform  the  Oovemment  of  the  United  States  that 
M.  Albert  Lefaivre,  consnl-general  of  France  at  New  York,  has  been 
appointed  commissioner  of  the  French  Government  for  the  French  Amer- 
ican Claims  Commission  in  the  place  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy. 

Mr.  Challemel  Laconr  adds  that  Mr.  Lefaivre  has  received  orders  to 
be  in  Washington  on  Monday  next,  the  21st  of  this  month. 

I  hasten  to  acquaint  yon  with  this  information. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my  very  high  con- 
tideratiou. 

THBO.  ROUSTAN. 

Hon.  Frederick  T.  Frelinohuysen, 

Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States^  W<Mhingtonj  2>.  0. 


No.  23. 
Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Roustan. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  May  19,  1883. 

Sir  :  In  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  16th  instant,  in- 
forming this  Department  of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Albert  Lefaivre  as 
commissioner  of  your  Government  on  the  French  and  American  Claims 
commission  in  place  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  I  have  to  express  the  regret 
with  which  this  Department,  owing  to  the  very  agreeable  official  and 
personal  relations  he  has  so  long  sustained  with  it,  has  learned  of  his 
intended  departure. 

Accept,  sir,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Mr.  Theodore  Roustan,  dtc. 
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No.  24. 
Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Denaut. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  December  27,  1883. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  again  to  refer  to  the  claims  pending  before  the 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission  in  regard  to  which  corres- 
pondence has  taken  place  between  Mr.  Ontrey,  Mr.  Boustan,  and  thin 
Department,  and  which  I  hold  to  fall  within  the  principle  agreed  to  by 
the  two  Governments  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  against  the  Repub- 
lic of  France,  pursuant  to  which  the  cases  of  Taylor  and  others  were 
withdrawn  from  the  Commission  by  this  Government,  and  various  cases 
against  the  United  States  were  afterwards  withdrawn  by  the  agent  of 
France.  The  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  vs.  The  Uuite<l  States,  No. 
211  on  the  docket  of  the  Commission,  is  founded  upon  the  following 
facts: 

The  claimants  allege  that  they  owned  a  large  number  of  bales  of  cot- 
ton, situated  in  Louisiana,  which  were  seized  by  the  Heet  under  Ad- 
miral Porter  and  taken  to  Cairo.  Thereafter  judicial  proceedingH 
were  begun  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  case  was 
carried  on  appeal  to  it>s  ultimate  resort  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  the  decision  in  each  instance  being  adverse  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  Messrs.  Le  More. 

While  the  proceeding  was  in  the  nature  of  an  action  in  rem,  it  is  a 
well-known  fact,  and  appears  in  the  records  of  this  Department  and  of 
<iie  court,  that  the  cl^mants  were  represented  by  counsel  at  every, 
stage. 

While  the  case  was  still  pending,  the  representatives  of  the  French 
Grovemmeut  in  Washington,  and  the  Messrs.  Le  More  directly,  eudeav- 
Qited  to  obtain  a  consideration  of  their  claim  by  this  Department.  This 
request  was  uniformly  declined,  and  it  was  held  tliat  the  claimants 
should  first  exhaust  their  legal  remedies  before  appealing  to  diplomatic 
action.  After  the  case  had  been  decided  in  the  Supreme  Court,  a  mo- 
tion for  a  rehearing  was  made  by  the  claimant's  counsel  on  the  ground 
of  an  alleged  error  in  the  record  prejudicial  tiO  the  claimant's  rights, 
which  motion  was  refused;  and  a  subsequent  request  having  been 
made  to  this  Department  to  reconsider  the  case  diplomatically  on  the 
ground  of  a  failure  of  justice  to' the  parties,  an  adverse  decision  was 
rendered,  as  nothing  was  found  in  the  proceedings  authorizing  a  re- 
eourae  to  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government. 

This  claim,  therefore,  does  not  diifer  in  principle  from  that  of  Taylor, 
and,  in  fact,  \i  appears  even  more  clearly  to  have  been  finally  diH)K>sea 
of  judicially  by  competent  authority. 

The  claim  of  Mr.  Taylor  was  founded  upon  the  seizure  by  a  French 
cruiser  of  petroleum  pwned  by  him,  laden  upon  a  German  vessel  called 
the  Magdalena,  and  Mr.  Outrey,  in  his  note  of  November  18,  1881, 
•ays  : 

This  case  liaving  been  decided  in  France  by  the  prize  coart,  and  afterwards,  ott 
appeal^  by  the  council  of  State,  the  agent  of  the  French  Government  before  the  Com- 
miflsion  bae  invoked  the  HtipulationH  of  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  January  1,% 
1880,  reqnesting  the  agent  of  the  United  States  Qovernment  to  withdraw  it  before 
tction  in  the  case  is  taken  by  the  Commission. 

And,  further: 

In  io vesting  the  CommiMion  with  absolute  powers  and  in  according  to  \\»>  i\ec\\is\cvw% 
ft  character  of  finality  from  which  there  is  no  appeal,  the  two'GoveTumeula  \w\.e^ivv\vA 
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that  those  powers  should  be  exercised  only  within  the  rigorous  limits  fixed  by  them, 
and  they  have  never  dreamed  of  anthorizinf^  the  commissioners  to  enlarge  their  sphere 
of  action  by  leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  them. 

Now,  during  the  negotiation  of  the  convention  of  IfiSO,  it  was  well  understood  that 
neither  of  the  contracting  parties  would  consent  to  any  revision  of  decisions  pro- 
nounced within  its  territory  by  corapet^int  authorities  in  any  form  whatever.  In 
order  to  meet  snch  a  case,  Article  II  formally  and  explicitly  provides  that  the  Com- 
mission shall  not  decide  any  claim  that  either  Government  has  already  caused  to  be 
settled  either  diplomatically', ^'ttdtoianj/,  or  otherwise  by  competent  authorities.  Accord- 
ing to  our  views  the  case  of  the  Magdalena  has  been  judicially  settled,  since  it  has 
been  passed  upon  by  two  bodies  invested  with  judicial  powers.  I  am  aware  that 
different  doctrines  have  been  laid  down  with  regard  to  the  weight  to  be  attached  to 
the  decisifms  of  prize  courts ;  it  does  not  seem  to  me,  however,  that  this  is  a  proper 
time  for  the  discussion  of  those  doctrines,  for,  even  admitting,  for  the  moment,  that 
the  case  of  the  Magdalena  is  not  to  be  considered  as  having  been  judicially  decided, 
it  cannot  be  denied  that  it  comes  under  the  head  of  those  which  have  been  otherwise 
decided  by  competent  authorities. 

On  the  17th  December,  1881,  Mr.  Blaine  wrote  to  Mr.  Outrey,  stating — 

That  after  such  consideration  as  I  have  been  able  to  give  to  the  question  I  have 
reached  the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  because  of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by  the 
competent  authorities  of  France,  of  which  it  has  been  the  subject,  is  not  properly 
within  the  cognizance  of  the  Mixed  Commission,  established  under  the  provisions  of 
the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  between  the  two  republics. 

And  he  furtlier  stated  that  the  agent  and  coansel  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  would  be  instructed  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Taylor, 
and  that  in  taking  this  view  of  the  question  he  (Mr.  Blaine)  was — 

luflaencf'd  in  no  small  measure  by  the  earnest  desire  felt  by  this  Government  to 
give  full  ett'ect  to  the  spirit,  no  hjss  than  to  the  letter  of  the  second  article  of  the  con- 
vention, and  by  thus  withholding  from  the  cognizance  of  that  international  tribunal 
any  cluim  which  may  have  already  been  made  the  subject  of  inquiry  and  determina- 
tion by  the  competent  authorities  of  France,  avoid  any  occasion  for  making  the  com- 
petency of  such  proceedings  the  subject  of  question  or  review.  That  the  French  Grov- 
ernuient,  animated  by  a  like  disposition,  will  pursue  a  similar  course  wi^h  regard  to 
any  claims  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the  Commission  on  behalf  of  citizens  of 
France  against  the  United  States,  which  shall  be  found  to  have  already  been  in- 
quired into,  and  decided  either  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise  by  the  com- 
petent authorities  of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  allow  myself  to  doubt. 

On  the  2l8t  December,  1881,  Mr.  Outrey  wrote  me  as  follows : 

I  need  not  add  that  on  our  part  we  shall  strictly  observe,  the  case  arising,  the  legal 
interpretation  given  by  mutual  consent  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  January  15, 

1880. 

Pursuant  to  the  agreement  thus  arrived  at,  several  cases  have  been 
withdrawn.  But  while  the  case  of  Le  More  &  Co.  was  some  time  since 
brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Boustan,  and  while  I  understood  that 
our  views  harmonized,  and  while  several  conversations  have  taken 
place  with  regard  to  it,  it  appears  to  be  still  pending  before  the  Com- 
mission, and  I  am  now  infori^ied  that  that  body  purposes  to  force  it  to 
trial  notwithstanding  the  negotiations  which  have  taken  place  and  the 
further  negotiations  which  are  now  pending. 

The  case  is  clearly  one  which  has  been  disposed  of  by  a  competent 
tribunal.  It  has  been  decided  in  regular  gradation  by  the  inferior  courts 
of  the  United  States  and  by  its  highest  court  of  final  resort.  This  is 
not  denied,  and  while  it  has  been  contended  in  conversation  that  the 
Supreme  Court  had  not  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  a  conclusive  answer  to 
this  assertion  is  found  in  the  fact  that  the  very  point  was  made  before 
the  court,  and  the  court  in  terms,  and  expressly  decided  that  it  had  juris- 
diction over  the  case.  This  decision  cannot  but  be  regarded  as  final, 
and  as,  to  quote  Mr.  Outrey's  words,  "  during  tlie  negotiation  of  the 
convention  of  1880,  it  was  well  understood  that  neither  of  the  contract- 
Mugpartiea  vFould  consent  to  any  revision  of  decisions  pronounced  within 
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its  territory  by  competent  authorities  in  any  form  whatever/'  and  as  the 
case  of  Le  More  has  been  judicially  settled,  since  it  has  been  passed 
upon  by  three  bodies  invested  with  judicial  powers,  I  have  to  request 
that  the  agent  on  behalf  of  the  Republic  of  France  before  the  French 
American  Commission  be  instructed  to  withdraw  this  claim  from  the 
consideration  of  that  body. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurances  of  my  highest  con- 
sideration. 

FRED'K  T.  FRBLINQHUYSBN. 

Mr.  Horace  Denaut. 


No.  25. 

Mr.  Roustan  to  Mr.  Davis. 

Washinoton,  Jcmuary  7, 1884. 
Mr  Dear  Mr.  Davis  : 

I  called  at  the  State  Departmeutat  1  o'clock  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
you  some  explanations  with  regard  to  the  situation  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Le  More,  referring  to  your  letter  of  to- day. 

I  thought  that  you  would  have  received  a  copy  of  the  letter  ad- 
dressed by  Mr.  J.  Ferry  to  Mr.  Morton  on  the  27th  of  December  last, 
but,  as  I  wa8  informed  by  Mr.  Hunter,  you  have  received  only  an  ex- 
tract from  that  letter.  I  therefore  send  you  a  copy  of  its  fall  text, 
which  I  have  received  by  telegraph.  1  will  call  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock, 
in  order  to  talk  with  you  of  this  matter,  unless  you  are  otherwise  en- 
gaged. 

Truly,  yours, 

TH.  ROUSTAN. 

Hon.  John  Davis. 


Ilnclosnre.l 


Copy  of  a  letter  addressed  hy  Mr.  Ferry,  president  of  the  councUf  minister  of  foreign  af- 
fairs,  to  Mr.  Morton,  minister  of  the  United  States,  under  date  of  December  27,  1883. 

Ton  were  pleased  to  cominuiiicate  to  me  on  tbe  22d  instant  a  telegram  from  Mr. 
FVelinghnyaeu,  in  relation  to  the  claim  brouj^ht  against  the  United  States  by  Mr. 
Le  More,  a  French  citizen,  and  laid  before  tbe  Mixed  CommiHsion  sitting  at  Washing- 
ton. The  honorable  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States  desired  tbat  tbe  decision 
of  this  claim  sbonid  be  postponed,  in  order  tbat  tbe  two  Governments  migbt  thus  be 
enabled  to  decide  wbother  it  was  not  proper  for  it  to  be  witbdrawn,  according  to 
Article  II  of  tbe  treaty  of  1880. 

With  a  view  to  complying  witb  tbia  desire  I  at  once  telegraphed  to  onr  commis- 
sioner at  Wasbingt-on  not  to  oppose  the  desired  postponement.  It  appears,  boweveri 
from  Mr.  Lefaivre's  reply,  tbat  by  a  unanimous  decision,  after  a  formal  deliberation, 
the  Commission  oniere4l,  on  tbe  19th  of  December,  tbat  Mr.  Le  More's  case  should  be 
snbniitted  to  it  on  the  2^th  instant.  Tbis  decision,  in  wbicb  the  A.merican  Commis- 
nioner  acquiesced,  as  did  also  the  Brazilian  commissioner,  evidently  changes  the  con- 
dition of  the  question  ;  t>o  the  doubts  wbicb  existed,  aud  which  should  have  inured 
to  the  benefit  of  tbe  claimant,  it  adds  a  presumption,  and,  as  it  were,  a  kind  of  ac- 

3oired  right,  of  the  benefit  of  which  it  does  not  seem  jmssible  to  deprive  him.  It 
oeii  not  apj>eur,  moreover,  by  what  right  one  of  the  two  Governments  could  interfere 
in  order  to  cause  the  postponement  of  a  decision  adopted  by  the  Commission,  which 
jJone  has  power  to  decide  upon  the  order  m  which  it«  work  is  to  be  performed.  In 
tbis  state  of  things,  it  has  seemed  proper  to  me  to  allow  the  proceedings  to  take  their 
own  course,  the  Commission  being  the  proper  judge  of  the  question  w  nether  Mr.  Le 
More's  claim  should  be  withdrawn  for  a  reason  based  upon  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of 
188U,  which  is  the  law  by  which  it  is  governed.  I  will  thank  you  to  \\\loim  "^Vx, 
JFVeliDghuysen  of  the  reasons  which  have  prevented  me   from  comply itv§  ytXWiWv^  v<i- 
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No.  26. 

Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boustan. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  January  7,  1884. 

Sir:  BeferriDg  to  the  letter  which  the  Secretary  of  State  addressed 
to  Mr.  Denant,  on  the  27th  December  last,  in  reference  to  the  case  of 
G.  A.  La  More  &  Co.,  No.  211,  before  the  French-American  Claims  Com- 
mission, I  have  the  honor  to  request  you  to  instruct  the  agent  on  the 
part  of  the  Eepublic  of  France  to  delay  action  in  the  matter  before  the 
Commission  for  the  present  and  until  the  two  Governments  shall  have 
finally  disposed  of  the  question  alluded  to  in  that  note. 

Accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurance  of  my  high  consideration. 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Mr.  Theodore  J.  Roust  an. 


No.  27. 

Mr.  Bovstan  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Legation  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

Wa^hingtonj  January  11,  1884. 

Mr.  Secretary  of  State: 

After  the  receipt  of  the  communications  which  you  addressed  to  this 
legation  on  the  27th  ultimo  and  the  7th  instant,  relative  to  the  Le  More 
case,  I  had  a  conversation  on  Tuesday  last  with  the  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  State,  to  whom  I  communicated  a  letter  written  by  the  president 
of  the  council  to  Mr.  Morton,  on  the  27th  ultimo,  in  which  the  reasons 
were  stated  why  Mr.  Jules  Ferry  deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  leave  the 
question  to  be  decided  by  the  Claims  Commission. 

Mr.  John  Davis  made  several  observations  to  me  on  this  subject,  es- 
pecially with  regard  to  the  scope  which  Mr.  Ferry  seemed  inclined  to 
give  to  the  decision  of  the  Commission  bearing  date  of  the  19th  ultimo, 
which  put  the  case  on  the  docket  for  the  28i  h  of  that  month,  and  he 
insisted  that  the  French  Government  should  consent  to  having  this  case 
postponed  by  the  Commission,  and  that  the  negotiations  should  be  re- 
sumed which  took  place  between  us  last  summer,  and  at  the  conclusion 
of  which  1  addressed  a  report  to  my  Government  relative  to  the  Le  More 
claim.  I  telegraphed  a  report  of  that  conversation  to  Paris,  and  I 
now  have  the  honor  to  communicate  to  you  the  reply  which  I  have  re- 
ceived on  this  subject. 

The  president  of  the  council  informs  me  that  the  observations  pre- 
sented by  the  United  States  Government,  which  are  reproduced  in  my 
report  of  last  year,  have  not  dispelled  the  doubts  which  exist  in  the 
mind  of  the  French  Government  as  to  whether  Mr.  Le  Mor^s  claim 
should  be  considered  as  having  been  previously  settled. 

The  president  of  the  council,  thinking  that  the  claimant  ought  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  does  not  consider  that  it  would  be  proper 
for  him  to  deprive  Mr.  Le  More  of  the  last  resort  that  remains  to  him. 
He  thinks  that  under  these  circumstances,  and  in  view  of  the  differenoe 
of  opinion  on  this  subject  between  the  two  Governments,  it  is  proper 
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to  leave  it  to  the  Mixed  Gomniission  to  decide  the  question  by  examining 
thoToaghly,  according  to  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  1880,  whether  Mr. 
Le  Mope's  claim  should  be  decided  by  it  ^the  Mixed  Commission). 

I  trust,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  that  this  method  of  settlement,  which 
leaves  the  principle  of  the  matter  intact,  will  secure  the  adhesion  of 
the  United  States  Government. 

Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my 
highest  consideration. 

TH.  EOUSTAN. 

Hon.  Fbebebick  T.  Pkblinghuysen, 

Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States^  Washington, 


No.  28. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  Boustan. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  January  15, 1884. 

SiB:  With  reference  to  previous  correspondence  on  the  subject,  I 
have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  11th 
instant,  in  relation  to  the  case  of  Le  More. 

Adding  that  the  Department  has  communicated  with  Mr.  Morton  on 
the  subject,  I  beg  you  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  highest 
consideration. 

FREDERICK  T.  FRBLINGHUYSBN. 

Mr.  Theodore  Roustan. 


No.  29. 

Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Blame., 

No.  53.]  Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Paris,  October  13, 1881. 

SiB:  At  the  suggestion  of  several  parties,  appointed  commissioners 
at  Paris  to  take  testimony  in  support  of  certain  American  claims  pre- 
sented before  the  Franco- American  Commission,  and  who  had  been  un- 
able to  secure  the  attendance  of  French  witnesses,  I  addressed  a  note 
to  Mr.  B.  St.  Hilaire,  inquiring  if  there  were  no  means  of  compelling  the 
attendance  of  such  witnesses.    He  replied  that  he  knew  of  none. 

I  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  my  Dote  and  also  of  the  answer  of  Mr.  B. 
St.  Hilaire,  with  a  translation  of  the  same.    As  I  understand  Mr.  Bout- 
well  is  desirous  of  seeing  this  correspondence,  I  respectfully  suggest 
that  it  be  communicated  to  him. 
I  have,  &c., 

L.  P.  MORTOK. 
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Mr.  MorUm  to  Mr,  B,  8t.  HUaWt., 

Lboation  of  the  United  States, 

Fans,  August  16,  1881. 

Sib  :  Information  ba^  reached  me  from  several  parties,  who  have  heen  appointed 
•ommissioners  at  Paris  for  the  parpose  of  receiving  testimony  in  claims  brought 
against  the  French  €k)vemmeot  before  the  Franco-American  Claims  Commission,  sit- 
ting in  Washington,  that  many  of  the  witnesses  refuse  voluntarily  to  appear.  I  have 
to  request  of  your  excellency  to  be  so  good  as  to  inform  me  whether  such  persons  can 
be  compelled  to  appear  and  testify,  and,  if  so,  what  steps  are  to  be  taken  to  secure 
such  att^endance.  I  would  also  be  grateful  to  your  excellency  to  inform  me  whether 
it  is  the  purpose  of  the  French  Govemmeiit  to  have  their  counsel  appear  before  the 
•ommissioners  above  mentioned,  in  order  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses  of  the  claim- 
ants.   An  early  reply  to  this  inquiry  by  your  excellency  will  be  highly  appreciated 

Your  excellency's  most  obedient,  &o., 

L.  P.  MORTON. 
His  Excellency  M.  B.  St.  Hilairb. 

MinisUfT  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Paris. 


[TnuialAtion.] 

Mr,  Si,  Hilaire  to  Mr.  Morton, 

Parib,  August  18,  1881. 

Sir:  In  your  letter  of  the  16th  of  this  month,  you  have  had  the  goodness  to  speak 
of  the  difficulties  which  stand  in  the  way  of  the  execution  of  mandates  issued  in  order 
to  receive,  in  Paris,  depositions  in  support  of  American  claims,  presented  to  the 
Mixed  Commission  in  Washington.  Several  of  the  witnesses  refusing  to  respond  to 
the  summons,  which  has  been  addressed  to  them,  you  ask  whether  it  is  possible  to 
•ompel  them  to  appear ;  besides,  you  express  a  wish  to  know,  if  it  enters  into  our 
designs,  that  a  French  delegate  be  present  at  the  examinations  to  proct^ed,  if  it  is 
necessary,  to  a  counter-inquest. 

I  hasten  to  convey  to  you  the  opinion  that,  to  my  knowledge,  there  does  not  exist 
in  our  legislation  any  text,  the  provisions  of  which  could  be  appealed  to  in  order  to 
compel  witnesses  to  comply  with  a  summons  which,  in  this  case,  does  not  proceed 
from  a  competent  judicial  authority.  The  regulations  of  the  Commission  at  Washing- 
ton say,  more(»ver : 

'^Qu'en  France,  et  dans  ses  possessions,  les  depositions  pourrout  6tre  recueillies  par 
toute  personne  autoris^e  par  les  lois  franyaises  k  les  recevoir  pour  les  tribunanx  de 
Juridiction  ordinaire.'' 

We  do  not  see  in  these  cases  any  motive  for  direct  interference  in  the  iiiqnest«  to 
which  you  allude,  our  agent  in  the  Commission  remaining  exclusively  intrusted  with 
the  initiative  of  measures  to  be  taken  during  the  procedure  in  the  interest-s  of  the 
French  Government. 
Accept,  &c., 

B.  ST.  HILAIRE. 

Mr.  L.  P.  Morton, 

Minister  of  the  United  States  at  Paris. 


No.  30. 
Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  MorUm, 

[Telegram.] 

WASHINGTON,  December  15,  1883. 
MOBTON,  Minister^  Paris  : 

Ask  foreign  office  whether  Albert  G.  Janin  has  been  appointed  as- 
sistant connsel  before  the  French- American  Commission ;  if  not,  what 
his  official  position  there  is. 

FRELINQHU  YSBN. 
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Morton,  Minister^  Paris: 

Ask  if  Gifford  would  prefer  Basle  if  it  cau  be  arranged ;  he  can  keep 
hifl  present  post  if  he  wishes. 

FRELINGHUYSEN. 


No.  31. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  Morton. 

Ko.  402.]  Department  of  State, 

Washington^  December  17,  1883. 

Sir  :  The  following  telegram  was  sent  to  you  on  the  15th  instant : 

Ask  foreign  office  whether  Albert  C.  Jauin  has  been  appointed  assistant  connsel 
before  the  French-American  Commission  ;  if  not,  what  his  official  position  there  is. 

I  am,  &c., 

FRBD'K  T.  FRBLINGHUYSEX. 
Lbti  p.  MdRTON,  Esq.,  Paris. 


No.  32. 
Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

[Telegram.] 

Washington,  December  21, 1883. 

Morton,  Minister^  Paris : 

Case  of  Le  More,  two  hundred  eleven,  before  French  CommisBion, 
ander  discasslon  with  French  minister,  being  claimed  by  us  as  not  within 
jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  agreement  in  case  of  Taylor  against 
France,  minister  has  not  replied  to  our  last  communication.  Meanwhile, 
French  counsel  urge  case  to  trial.  Ask  that  instructions  be  sent  to  delay 
action  on  this  case  until  after  return  and  conference  with  Mr.  Boustan. 
Haste  is  necessary. 

FRELINGHUYSEN. 


No.  33. 
Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Ko.  463.]  Paris,  December  21, 1883. 

Sir:  Upon  receiving  your  telegram  of  the  15th  instant,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  official  position  of  Mr.  Albert  C.  Janin  before  the  French 
and  American  Commission,  application  was  immediately  made  to  the 
foreign  office  for  the  desired  information,  and  I  have  this  day  received 
an  answer,  addressed  to  Mr.  Brulatour,  the  substance  of  which  I  have 
eommunicated  this  day  by  telegraph,  stating  that  Mr.  Janin  had  been 
recently  appointed  assistant  counsel  of  the  French  agency  before  the 
Commission. 

I  inclose  herewith  copies  of  your  telegram  and  of  mine,  with  a  copy 
imd  translation  of  Mr.  Ferry's  note. 
I  have,  &c., 

LEVI  P.  ^O^TQi^* 
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[TTMialAtion.] 

Mr.  Ferry  to  Mr.  Brulatour. 

Fabis,  Deeemher  20,  1883. 

Sir  :  Bv  joor  letter  of  the  17th  instant,  you  have,  in  behalf  of  yoar  Oovernment, 
expressed  the  desire  of  knowing  what  is  exactly  the  position  of  Mr.  Albert  Janin 
with  the  Commission  of  the  Franco-American  Claims  at  Washington. 

I  hasten  to  inform  yon  that  Mr.  Albert  Janin  has  recently  been  appointed  assistant 
connsel  of  the  French  agency  near  the  aforesaid  Commission. 
Please  receive,  &c., 

JULES  FERRT. 
Blr.  Brulatour, 

Churg^  de'JffaireB  of  the  United  States. 


Mr,  F^elinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Morton,  Minister,  Paris : 

Ask  foreiffn  office  whether  Albert  C.  Janin  has  been  appointed  assistant  ooiinsef 
before  the  French- American  Commission :  if  not,  what  his  official  position  there  is. 

FRELINGHUYSEM. 
Received,  Paris,  December  15. 


[Telecram.l 
Mr.  Morton  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Frrunghuysbn,  Secretary,  fVaehington : 

I  am  informed  officially  that  Mr.  Albert  C.  Janin  has  recently  been  appointed  assistant 
oonnsel  of  the  French  agency  before  the  Franco-American  Commission. 

MORTON, 

Paris,  Deoember  21,  1883. 


No.  34. 

fTel^pam  received.] 

Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Paris,  December  28, 1883. 
Prelinghuysen,  Secretary^  Washington: 

French  minister  answers  to-day  your  request  to  delay  trial  of  case  of 
Le  More  before  Mixed  Commission  that  he  is  informed  the  Commission  de- 
cided unanimously  on  the  19th  to  try  the  case  on  the  28th,  and  that 
American  commissioner  and  Brazilian  umpire  agreed  to  this. 

MORTON, 

Minister. 


No.  35. 
Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

No.  467.]  Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Paris^  January  3,  1884. 
Sir  :  Beferring  to  your  telegram  received  on  the  2Ist  ultimo,  request* 
ing  me  to  apply  for  delay  in  the  trial  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Le  More,  pend- 
ing before  the  Franco-American  Commission,  which  application  was 
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made  the  same  day  in  writing  and  verbally,  I  have  the  honor  to  send  here- 
with copy  and  translation  of  the  answer  of , the  minister  of  foreign  affairs. 
This  answer  reached  me  on  the  28th  nltimo,  after  our  bags  were  closed. 
Its  sabstance  was  immediately  telegraphed  to  you. 

I  also  inclose  copies  of  the  telegram  received,  and  of  my  telegraphic 
response. 

I  have,  &c., 

LEVI  P.  MORTON. 


Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

MoRTOir,  Minister,  Paris: 

Caae  of  Le  More,  two  hundred  eleven,  before  French  Commission,  under  discussion 
with  French  minister,  beingclaimed  by  ns  as  not  within  Jurisdiction  of  Commission, 
under  agpieement  in  case  of  Taylor  against  France,  minister  has  not  replied  to  our  last 
eommanication.  Meanwhile,  French  counsel  uree  case  to  trial.  Ask  that  instrac- 
tions  be  sent  to  delAy  action  on  this  case  until  after  return  and  conference  with  Mr. 
Ronstan.     Haste  is  necessary. 

FRELINOHUYSEN. 

Washington.     (  Receiy ed  December  ^M. . ) 


(Ttl0«mii.1 
Mr.  Morton  to  the  Department  of  State. 

Fkiunghuysbn, 

Secretary  J  Washimgion: 

French  ministeT  answers  to-day  your  request  to  delay  trial  of  case  of  Le  More  before 
Mixed  Commiflsion  that  he  is  informed  the  Commission  decided  unanimously  on  the 
19th  to  try  the  case  on  the  28th,  and  that  American  commissioner  and  Brazilian  um- 
pire affrcMBd  to  this. 

MORTON,  Minister. 

Paius,  Dtcember  28,  1883. 


[TrADtUtlmi.] 

Mr.  Ferry  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Paris,  December  27,  1883. 

fliR :  On  the  22d  Instant  you  had  the  goodness  to  communicate  to  me  a  telegrram 
from  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  relative  to  a  claim  brought  by  Mr.  Le  More,  a  Frenchman, 
ADd  taken  before  the  Mixed  Commission  at  Washington.  The  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  United  States  wished  that  the  judgment  of  this  claim  should  be  adjourned  in 
order  to  allow  the  two  Governments  to  decide  whether  it  should  not  be  withdrawn  in 
Tirtne  of  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  1880. 

In  accordance  with  this  desire,  I  immediately  telegraphed  to  our  commissioner  at 
Washington  not  t<o  object  to  the  proposed  ad^lournment.  But  it  appears  from  the  re- 
ply of  )&.  Lefaivre  that  ''by  unanimous  decision  of  December  19,  after  formal  delib- 
eration, the  Commission  ordered  that  the  Le  More  matter  should  be  submitted  to  it 
on  the  28th  instant." 

This  decision  to  which  the  American  commissioner  adhered,  as  well  as  the  Brazilian 
Arbitrator,  evidently  changes  the  state  of  the  quention.  As  to  the  doubts  which  ex- 
isted, and  ot  which  the  claimant  would  have  benefited,  it  adds  a  presumption  and  a 
kind  of  acquired  right,  the  benefit  of  which  it  seems  to  me  impossible  to  refuse  him. 

Besides,  it  is  difficult  to  see  what  right  one  of  the  two  Governments  has  to  interfere 
with  the  view  of  postponing  the  execution  of  a  decision  of  the  Commission,  which 
alone  has  quality  to  decide  as  to  the  mode  of  its  proceedings. 

In  this  state  of  things  it  has  appeared  to  me  to  be  desirable  to  allow  the  procedure 
trt  pursue  its  course,  the  commisniou  remaining  judge  of  the  quentiou  w\\et.V\ttt  X\\ft 
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claim  should  be  set  aside  by  virtue  of  Ai-ticle  II  of  the  treaty  of  1880  which  for  it  is 
law. 

I  shall  be  obliged  if  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  inform  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  with 
reference  to  the  motives  which  it  seems  to  me  would  not  allow  me  to  conform  to  his 
wishes. 
Receive,  &c. 

JULES  FERRY. 
Mr.  Morton, 

United  States  MinMer  at  Paris, 


No.  36. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

No.  424.]  Department  of  State, 

Wotshington^  Janttary  8, 1884. 

Sir:  Eeferring  to  recent  telegrams  in  the  cases  of  Le  More  &  Oo., 
before  the  French- American  Claims  Commission,  as  the  negotiations 
have  all  taken  place  here,  I  send  you  a  short  statement  of  the  case,  and 
inclose  a  copy  of  my  note  of  the  27th  December  last  to  Mr.  Deuant,  the 
charge  d'affaires  of  France  at  this  capital,  which  will  put  yon  in  pos- 
session of  the  more  important  facts. 

The  case  of  Taylor  against  the  French  Republic  was  based  upon  the 
seizure  of  a  cargo  owned  by  the  claimant,  an  American  citizen,  shipped 
upon  a  German  vessel,  seized  by  a  French  manof-war,  condemed  by  a 
French  prize  court  of  original  jurisdiction,  the  condemnation  being  af- 
firmed upon  appeal. 

The  second  article  of  the  treaty  constitution  the  French-American 
Claims  Commission  excludes  from  its  jurisdiction  all  claims  which  ^^have 
been  already  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise,  by  competent  au- 
thorities, heretofore  disposed  of  by  either  Oovemment." 

Mr.  Outrey,  then  representing  the  French  Republic  in  this  country, 
demanded  the  withdrawal  of  the  case  of  Taylor  on  the  ground  that  it 
bad  been  judicially  disposed  of  by  competent  authority. 

This  contention  was  admitted  by  Mr.  Blaine,  and  after  some  delay 
and  further  correspondence  the  case  was  witdrawn  by  the  agent  on  thQ 
part  of  the  United  States  before  the  Commission,  acting  upon  instruc- 
tions received  from  the  Department. 

Mr.  Outrey  further  agreed  for  his  Government  that  the  same  principle 
should  apply  to  any  cases  on  tbe  part  of  French  citizens  against  the 
United  States,  and  pursuant  to  that  agreement  several  cases  have  been 
withdrawn. 

The  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  No.  211,  however,  is  still  pending,  al- 
though the  United  States  request  its  withdrawal  as  having  been  judicially 
disposed  of  by  competent  authority.  There  has  been  some  conversation 
on  the  subject  between  the  French  minister,  the  Secretary  and  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  State,  and  apon  the  departure  of  the  former  upon  his 
leave  of  absence  it  was  understood,  while  not  expressly  agreed,  that  the 
case  should  remain  in  statu  quo  until  he  should  have  communicated, 
upon  his  return,  the  views  of  his  Government  upon  the  propositions  ad- 
vanced by  us.  Prior  to  his  return,  however,  the  French  agent,  acting 
through  the  counsel  of  that  Republic,  pressed  the  case  to  trial,  and  this 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  he  is  aware  of  the  contention  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, and  that  there  are  other  cases  pending  before  the  Commission 
ready  to  be  disposed  of,  so  that  no  delay  need  occur.    The  CommiBsion 
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not  having  before  it  any  notice  that  the  two  Governments  agreed  to  sus- 
pend action  in  the  case,  naturally  proceeded  with  it  and  directed  that 
it  be  set  down  for  a  hearing  on  the  28th  ultimo.  Thereupon  you  were 
requested  by  telegraph  to  ask  for  a  delay  until  the  return  of  Mr.  Boustan, 
who  was  expected  to  arrive  in  Washington  within  a  few  days,  and  who 
is  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  case. 

I  am  now  in  receipt  of  a  note  addressed  to  you  by  Mr.  Ferry,  dated 
the  27th  December,  in  answer  to  your  note  based  upon  my  telegram,  in 
which  he  says  that  the  Commission  having  decided  to  proceed  with  the 
case — 

This  decision  eyideutly  chaDges  the  state  of  the  question ;  to  the  doubts  which  ex- 
isted and  of  which  the  claimant  should  have  the  advantage  it  adds  a  presumption, 
and,  as  it  were,  a  kind  of  acquired  right  of  which  it  does  not  seem  possible  to  take 
from  him  the  benefit.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  not  apparent  by  which  title  one  of 
the  two  Governments  can  intervene  to  cause  the  postpouement  of  a  decision  of  the 
Commission,  which  alone  has  the  power  to  fix  the  order  of  its  work.  Under  these 
circnnistauces  it  appeared  to  me  advisable  to  allow  the  proceeding  to  follow  its  own 
course,  the  Commission  remaining  the  judge  of  the  questions  whether  the  claim  of 
Mr.  Le  More  should  be  thrown  ont  because  of  the  provisions  of  Article  II  of  the  treaty 
of  IdtiO,  which  IS  the  law  for  it. 

This  is  so  entire  a  change  from  the  position  taken  by  the  Government 
of  the  Bepnblic  of  France  in  the  case  of  Taylor  that  I  cannot  but  believe 
that  Mr.  Ferry  is  acting  nnder  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  In  the  first  place,  this  Government  does  not  contend  that  alone 
it  has  the  right  to  direct  the  Commission  as  to  its  work,  or  to  demand 
the  suspension  of  action  in  a  particular  case;  but  it  did  ask  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France  to  join  with  it  in  such  a  request  exactly  as  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France  asked  this  Government  to  consent  to  a  suspension 
of  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Taylor  and  in  the  case  of  Ghourreau  while 
diplomatic  negotiations  were  pending,  to  which  request  this  Govern- 
ment promptly  acceded.  Nor  can  I  admit  that  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mission in  proceeding  with  the  consideration  of  the  case  submitted  to 
them  by  the  agent  of  one  Government  in  the  absence  of  any  agreement 
between  the  two  Governments  for  the  suspension  of  the  claim  raises 
any  presumption  or  acts  in  any  way  in  favor  of  the  claimant.  The  Com- 
mission by  that  act  simply  says  that  it  finds  a  certain  case  upon  its  cal- 
endar and  directs  its  trial. 

The  position  of  Mr.  Ferry  that  the  Commission  should  remain  the 
judge  as  to  its  jurisdiction  over  this  case  nnder  Article  II  is  directly 
opposed  to  the  contention  of  Mr.  Outrey,  to  which  the  Government  as- 
sented, and  pursuant  to  which  the  case  of  Taylor  was  withdrawn  as 
stated  in  his  note  of  November  18. 1881 : 

In  investing  the  Commisaion  with  absolute  powers,  and  in  according  to  its  decisions 
a  character  of  finality  from  which  there  is  no  appeal,  the  two  Governments  intended 
that  these  powers  should  be  exercised  only  within  the  rigorous  limits  fixed  by  them, 
and  they  have  never  dreamed  of  authorizing  the  commissioners  to  enlarge  their 
sphere  of  action  by  leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  them. 

And  again: 

Now,  daring  the  negotiating  of  the  convention  of  1880,  it  was  well  understood  that 
neither  of  the  contracting  parties  would  consent  to  any  revision  of  decision  pronounced 
within  it«  territory  by  competent  authority  in  any  form  whatever.  In  oitler  to  meet 
iQcb  a  case.  Article  II  formally  and  explicitly  provides  that  the  Commission  shall  not 
decide  any  claim  that  either  Grovernment  has  already  caused  to  be  settled  either  diplo- 
matically, Jadicially,  or  otherwise  by  competent  authority. 

The  facts  of  the  Le  More  case,  as  stated  in  the  inclosed  note  to  Mr. 
Denant,  show  that  it  has  been  judicially  decided  by  the  district,  circuit, 
and  Supreme  Courts  of  the  United  States,  in  which  latter  tribunal,  after 
the  final  decision,  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  denied. 
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At  all  the  hearings  of  this  case  the  claimants  were  represented  by 
counsel,  and  the  question  of  jurisdiction  was  specifically  raised  and  spe- 
cifically decided  in  the  affirmative  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  the  court  of  highest  resort  in  this  country^ 

Mr.  BoustarU  will  communicate  our  position  fully  to  his  Government, 
but  while  there  is  no  desire  to  transfer  the  negotiations  on  this-  or  other 
cases  before  the  Commission  from  Washington  to  Paris,  as  Mr.  Ferry 
appears  heretofore  and  before  Mr.  Koustan's  return  to  have  been  under 
some  misapprehension  as  to  this  matter,  it  may  be  well,  and  I  suggest 
that  you  converse  informally  on  the  subject  with  the  minister,  that  there 
may  be  no  doubt  as  to  our  position. 

Since  the  preparation  of  this  dispatch,  I  learn  that  Mr.  Boustan  will 
to  day  telegraph  to  his  Government  requesting  instructions  as  to  con- 
senting to  a  suspension  of  proceedings  before  the  Commission  in  the 
Le  More  case  until  diplomatic  negotiations  are  finished,  and  that  he 
will  immediately  send  a  copy  of  my  note  to  Mr.  Denant  to  the  foreign 
office. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRED.  T.  FEELING  HUYSBN. 

Levi  P.  Morton,  Esq. 


No.  37. 

[Telegium.] 

Mr,  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton, 

Washington,  January  8, 1884. 

Morton,  Minister^  Paris : 

Mr.  Ferry's  letter  to  you  of  27th  December  received  from  French 
minister.  Lacking  assent  of  both  Governments,  the  French  Commis- 
sion decided  to  go  on  with  Le  More  case.  It  was  to  obtain  this  very 
consent  to  delay  that  the  telegram  of  December  21st  was  sent  you. 
This  Government  assented  immediately  to  a  similar  request  of  the 
French  Government  in  the  cases  of  Taylor  and  Chourreau.  In  the 
Taylor  case  the  French  Government  did  not  deem  the  Commission  com- 
petent to  decide  upon  the  application  of  Article  XL  We  assented  to 
this  interpretation  and  the  case  was  withdrawn.  French  minister  here 
telegraphs  to-day  for  instructions  as  to  consenting  to  suspend  action 
pending  negotiations.  Urge  suspension.  Instruction  to  you  by  this 
mail. 

FRED.  T.  FRBLINGHUYSEN. 


No.  38. 

rTelecmun-J 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Washinoton,  January  11,  1883. 
Morton,  Minister^  Paris: 

The  French  minister  called  on  me  about  eight  months  ago  insisting 
that  what  is  known  as  the  Taylor  case  should  be  withdrawn  from  the 
Commission  because  it  had  been  decided  finally  by  the  courts  of  France, 
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and  consequently  did  not  fall  within  the  description  of  cases  agreed  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Commission.  He  refnsed  to  submit  the  question  of 
jarisdiotion  to  the  Commission,  saying  that  was  a  diplomatic  question. 
1  agreed  with  him  and  directed  the  case  to  be  withdrawn,  as  it  was 
accordingly.  The  Le  More  case  has  been  flnall}'  decided  by  the  highest 
coort  of  this  country.    I  ask  that  it  be  withdrawn. 

That  is  declined.  I  ask  that  the  case  be  not  pressed  at  once,  tbat 
France  may  consider  the  propriety  of  my  request  ]  this  is  declined,  and 
I  am  told  that  the  case  must  proceed,  leaving  it  to  the  tribunal  to  de- 
termine the  question  of  jurisdiction ;  the  very  position  that  the  French 
minister  protested  against  in  the  Taylor  case,  in  which  protest  I  con- 
cnrrefl.  It  is  needless  for  me  to  say  that  this  Government  cannot  sub- 
mit to  any  rules  regulating  this  Commission  but  those  that  are  equal  to 
each  nation.  I  trust  that  direction  will  be  given  that  the  case  be  de- 
layed that  this  question  may  be  in  an  amicable  manner  adjusted  satis- 
factorily to  both  nations.  If  it  is  not  we  will  insist  on  the  ruling  in  the 
Taylor  case  governing  the  Le  More  case. 

I  understand  that  it  is  claimed  that  this  Government  stated  that  the 
Lo  More  case  must  be  prosecuted  to  a  final  hearing  in  our  courts,  and 
that  not  until  then  they  would  consider  it  diplomatically. 

This  statement  was,  however,  before  the  treaty  of  1880  was  made,  ex- 
cluding Irom  the  Commission  all  cases  that  bad  been  finally  judicially 
dispos^  of,  and  the  question  now  is  not  whether  that  claim  shall  be 
diplomatically  settled,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  claimed  that  it  shall  be 
determined  b^'  a  Commission  from  which  by  the  treaty  of  eighty  it  is  ex- 
pressly excluded. 

To  yon  personally  and  confidentially  I  add  that  an  impression  pre- 
vails that  all  adverse  answers  in  this  case  are  inspired  by  French  com- 
missioner by  telegraph,  the  minister  not  being  consulted. 

FRBLINGHUYSEN. 


No.  39. 

[Telograin.l 

Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Paris,  January  14,  1884. 

Frblinghuysbn,  Secretary^  Washington: 

Expect  a  written  answer  to-morrow  about  Le  More  case.  I  fear  your 
request  will  not  be  granted.  It  is  remarked  that  in  Taylor's  case  you 
agreed  with  French  Government  that  it  had  been  tried  in  France ;  in 
the  same  manner  France  agreed  with  you  that  certain  other  cases  have 
been  finally  disposed  of  in  the  United  States,  and  they  were  withdrawn, 
but  in  the  liC  More  case  France  dissents.  She  believes  that  the  main 
point  has  not  been  finally  decided  upon  by  American  courts,  and  sees 
no  other  way  of  settling  this  disagreement  than  by  referring  the  matter 
to  the  Commission  itself.  Powers  of  Commission  being  about  to  expire, 
France  does  not  see  how  case  can  be  delayed. 

MORTON, 

Minister, 

H.  Ex.  235 3 
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No.  40. 
Mr.  Morton  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen. 

No.  478.]  Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Faris^  January  15,  1884. 

Sir  :  Your  telefjrams  of  the  9tli  aiul  11th  iDBtant,  in  relation  to  the 
Le  More  case,  were  duly  received,  and  communicated  at  once  to  Mr.  Jules 
Ferry. 

My  telegram  of  the  14th  instant  gave  you  the  substance  of  the  answer 
which  Mr.  Ferry  proposed  to  make.  This  answer  was  received  this  morn- 
ing, a  copy  and  translation  of  which,  with  copies  of  my  telegram,  m^ 
notes  to  Mr.  Ferry,  and  of  your  two  telegrams,  I  inclose  herewith. 

I  will  add  confidentially  that  although  the  French  Government  has 
never  made  directly,  or  even  indirectly,  any  complaint  as  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Commission,  1  have  reason  to  believe  that  it  has  given  it 
very  little  satisfaction.  The  French  Government  did  not  expect  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  would  be  so  elaborate  and  attended 
with  such  expenses  and  costs  for  the  claimants.  They  were  under  the 
impression,  it  seems,  that  its  judgments  w^ould  be  rendered  more  in 
equity  than  in  law,  and  that  each  claim  would  be  promptly  and  fairly 
disposed  of  without  involving  long  and  costly  pleadings  and  charges. 
If  1  have  well  understood  intimations  made,  I  must  say  in  a  very  dis- 
creet manner,  the  French  foreign  ofi^ce  fears  that  when  the  results  ob- 
tained by  submitting  the  French  claims  to  this  Commission  will  be  offi- 
cially reported  to  the  Chambers,  a  great  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  will 
prevail.  They  ascribe  this,  I  am  informed,  to  the  great  influence  of  Mr. 
Boutwell,  who,  they  say,  carries  everything  his  own  way  and  upon  whom 
they  look  as  too  keen  a  lawyer,  one  whose  high  position  overshades  the 
plain  and  simple-minded  representatives  of  the  French  GovernmenI 
near  the  Commission. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

LEVI  P.  MORTON. 


Mr.  Morton  to  Mr,  Jules  Ferry, 

Legation  of  thb  United  States, 

Parte,  January  9,  1884. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  hoDor  to  transmit  herewith  a  copy  and  translation  of  a  telegram 
received  this  rooming  from  my  Government  in  relation  to  the  case  of  Le  More,  Which 
was  the  object  of  my  verbal  note  of  the  22d  ultimo  to  your  exceUeucy,  and  of  your  ra- 
ply  of  the  :^7th. 

It  seems  that  this  case  was  not  tried  on  the  28th,  as  you  supposed  it  would  be,  and 
that  it  is  still  pending  before  the  Franco  American  Commission. 

Mr.  Frelinghaysen  instructs  me  to  again  request  the  suspension  of  the  trial  pre- 
viously applied  for,  and  remarks  that  on  a  precedinn:  occasion  your  Government  made  a 
similar  request,  which  was  promntly  complied  with.  As  on  this  occasion  it  was  not 
deemed  that  the  Commission  haa  authority  to  decide  upon  the  application  of  article 
2j  it  is  expected  that  the  same  ruling  will  be  adhered  to  now,  and  that  a  reasonable 
time  will  be  allowed  for  negotiation  between  the  two  Governments  as  to  the  applioa- 
bility  of  this  article  to  the  present  case. 
I  avaU  myself,  dtc, 

L.  P.  HORTOK. 

His  Excellency  Mr.  Jules  Ferry, 

President  of  the  Council,  ARnieter  of  Foreign  Agokre,  Parie, 
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[Tmialation.] 

Mr,  Ferry  to  Mr,  Morton. 

Paris,  Januarg  14,  1864. 

Sir  :  On  the  9th  and  VZih  of  this  month  you  were  good  enough  to  communicate  to 
me  two  further  Telegrams  from  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  relative  to  the  claim  brought  bj 
Mr.  Le  More  against  the  Govern meut  of  the  United  States.  The  S«cretury  ot  State 
insists  upon  a  postponement  of  this  case  nntil  such  time  as  the  two  Governments 
might  come  to  an  understanding.  He  recalls  that  npon  a  previous  similar  occa«1om 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  con83nted  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Taylor 
claims,  thus  concurring  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  Goveiniueut  which  refused  the 
Commission  the  faculty  of  deciding  with  reference  to  the  application  of  Article  II  n 
the  treaty  of  1880. 

We  cau  but  admit  that  in  the  matter  of  the  Taylor  claim  we  thought  fit  to  inaiJBi 
that  the  American  Government  should  itsi^f  enforce  Article  II  of  the  treaty  by  with- 
drawing a  claim  which  was  evidently  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  said  article. 
Following  the  same  doctrine,  we  have  on  our  side  withdrawn,  previous  to  any  decision 
of  the  Commission,  the  Cayan,  Laplace,  and  Laplante  claims,  and  in  part  the  Ferdrean- 
ville  and  Perrodin  claims,  whit^,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Washington  Cabinet,  aa  in 
ours,  did  not  come  within  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  treaty;  but  in  both  caeee, 
if  the  two  Governments  ha<l  not  succeeded  in  coming  to  an  understanding  upon  the 
interlocutory  question,  the  settlement  of  the  same  would  necessarily  have  been  left 
to  the  Commission  itself. 

Such  is  precisely  the  position  in  which  the  two  Governments  are  respecti  vely  placed 
at  the  present  time  with  reference  to  the  Le  More  claim.  The  observations  made  bj 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  have  not  dispelled  the  doubts  that,  in  onr  view, 
exist  npon  the  point  as  to  whether  this  claim  should  be  considered  as  having  been  pre- 
viously decided  by  competent  authorities. 

Hence  it  appears  to  ns  impossible  to  deprive  our  compatriot  of  the  last  resource  left 
open  to  him.  At  the  end  of  the  telegram  annexed  to  your  letter  of  the  12th  Januaij 
Mr.  Frelinghnysen  alludes  to  the  diplomatic  negotiations  bearing  upon  the  Le  More 
elaim  previously  to  1880.  Our  legation  at  Washington  has  in  fact  not  ceased  to  en- 
deavor to  obtain  a  settlement,  never  having  admitted  that  the  question  conld  be  con- 
sidered as  having  been  finally  determined  upon  by  competent  authorities;  and  if  all 
the  proceedings  taken  were  interrupted  from  ISriO,  it  is  precisely  because  ia  our  view 
the  Commission  constituted  by  the  treaty  of  that  same  year  was  to  be  called  upon  tPv 
decide  the  queatiou  with  reference  to  which  the  Governments  had  J^een  anable  to 
come  to  an  understanding. 

In  this  position  we  cannot  see  the  utility  of  tbe  adjournment  requested  by  th^ 
Waahingtou  Cabinet,  since  the  controversy  may  be  considered  as  exhaust<e4l  after  the 
negotiations  which  took  place  between  the  two  Governments  upon  the  subject  matter. 
A  further  postponemeut  would  have  no  other  etfect  than  to  prolong  ^till  more  the 
period  of  work  of  the  Commission  to  the  prejudice  of  the  interests  of  the  claimants, 

Mr.  Roustau  must  have  informed  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  directly  of  the  motivee  whick 
do  not  permit  us  to  concur  in  the  opiuion  expressed  by  the  United  States  Government 
in  this  instance,  and  which  determiue^  us  to  leave  to  the  Commission  the  care  of  finally 
appreciating,  according  to  Article  II  of  the  treaty  of  1880,  whether  the  claim  combines 
the  necessary  conditions  to  be  decided  upon  its  merits. 
Receive,  drc, 

JULES  FERkT. 

Mr.  Morton, 

Minister  of  the  United  States,  Paris, 


Mr,  Morton  to  Mr,  Ferry, 

LiCOATIOK  OF  THS  UNITBD  STATMI, 

Paris,  Jannmry  12,  1884. 

Sir :  I  have  the  honor  to  send  herewith  a  copy  and  translation  of  a  telegram  wbiefc 
I  have  received  this  morning  from  Mr.  Frelinghnysen  in  relation  to  tne  Le  Matm 
case. 

I  cannot  add  anything  to  the  statement  bo  clearly  made  by  Mr.  Frel|nglray«ni  1m 
this  telegram.  The  position  he  has  taken  does  not  need  to  be  supported  by  argwMeiiiy 
and  I  trust  yonr  excellency  will  not  hesitate  to  meet  his  request  with  your  mcewh 
tomed  friendly  disposition,  which  is  so  cordially  reciprocated  by  my  Govennaent. 

I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion  to  renew,  dtc, 

L.  P.  MORTCm. 

His  Excellency  Mr.  Julbs  Ferry, 

President  of  the  Council,  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs^  Paris. 
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fXeleKnun.] 
Mr,  Frelinghuyien  to  Mr,  Morton, 

Morton f  Minister,  Paris  : 

Ml*.  Ferry's  letter  to  you  of  27th  December  received  from  French  minister,  lacking 
stWKMic  of  both  Goverameuts,  the  French  Commission  decided  to  go  on  with  Le  More 
case.  It  was  to  obtain  this  very  coDsent  for  delay  that  the  t-elegram  of  December  2 
was  sent  you.  This  Government  assented  immediately  to  a  similar  reanest  of  the 
French  Government  in  the  case  of  Taylor  and  Chonrrean.  In  the  Taylor  case  the 
French  Government  did  not  deem  the  dommission  competent  to  decide  apon  the  ap- 
plication of  Article  II.  We  assented  to  this  interpretation,  and  the  case  was  with- 
drawji.  French  minister  here  telegraphs  to-day  for  instrnctions  as  to  consenting  to 
snspiMid  action  pending  negotiations.  Urg^  suspension.  Instruction  to  yon  by  this 
Bail. 

FRELINGHUYSEN. 

WAHiiiNtiTONy  January  9. 

rTelegnun.] 

Mr,  Frelinghuyaen  to  Mr,  Morton, 

Washinoton,  January  11,  1884. 

Morton,  Minister,  Paris : 

The  French  minister  called  on  me  about  eight  months  ago,  insisting  that  what  is 
known  as  the  Taylor  case  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Commission  l>ecause  it  had 
been  decided  Anally  by  the  courts  of  France,  and  consequently  did  not  fall  within  the 
description  of  cases  asreed  to  be  submitted  to  the  Commission.  He  refused  to  snbnut 
the  question  of  jurisdiction  to  second  Congress,  saying  that  was  a  diplomatic  ques- 
tion. I  agreed  with  him,  and  directed  the  case  to  be  withdrawn,  as  it  was  accord- 
ingly. The  Le  More  case  has  been  finally  decided  by  the  highest  court  of  this  coun- 
try. *  I  ask  that  it  be  withdrawn — that  is,  I  ask  the  case  be  not  pressed  at  once,  that 
France  may  consider  the  propriety  of  my  request.  This  is  declined,  leaving  it  to  the 
tribunal  to  determine  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  the  very  function  that  the  French 
minister  ^^rbtested  against  in  the  Taylor  case,  in  which  protest-I  concurred.  It  is 
needless  tor  me  to  say  that  this  Government  cannot  submit  to  any  rule  regulating  the 
Commission  but  those  that  are  equal  to  each  nation.  I  trust  that  direction  will  be 
given  that  the  case  be  delayed  so  that  this  (question  may  be  in  an  amicable  manner 
adjusted  satisfactorily  to  both  nations.  If  it  is  not,  we  will  insist  upon  the  rnlinff  in 
the  Tayl<»r  case  governing  the  Le  More  case.  I  understand  that  it  is  claimed  that  this 
Government  stated  that  the  Le  More  case  must  be  prosecuted  to  a  final  hearing  in  our 
courts,  and  that  not  until  then  would  they  consider  it  diplomatically.  This  state- 
UKMit,  however,  was  before  the  treaty  of  1880  was  made  excluding  from  the  Commis- 
sion all  cases  that  had  been  tinally  judicially  disposed  of;  and  the  question  now  is  not 
whether  that  claim  shall  be  diplomatically  settled,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  claimed 
that  it  nhall  be  determined  by  a  commission  from  which,  by  the  treaty  of  18-^0,  it  is 
expressly  i*x eluded. 

FRELINGHUYSEN. 


[Teleffram~partly  in  cipher.] 
Mr,  Morton  to  the  Secretary  of  State,, 

FuK LI N( j  i  I  u  Y8 KN,  Secretary,  Washington : 

Expect  a  written  answer  tt>-morrow  about  I^  More  case.  I  fear  your  request  will 
not  be  granted.  It  is  remarked  that  in  Taylor  case  you  agreed  with  French  Gk>vem- 
nient  tiuit  it  had  been  tried  in  France  ;  in  the  same*  manner  France  agreed  with  yoa 
that  certain  other  cases  had  been  finally  disposed  of  in  the  United  States,  and  they 
.were  withdrawn.  But  in  the  Le  More  case  France  dissents.  She  believes  that  the 
main  point  has  not  been  finally  decided  upon  b^'  American  courts,  and  sees  no  other 
'way  of  settling  this  disagreement  than  by  referring  the  matter  to  the  Commission 
itself,  powers  of  Commission  being  about  to  expire,  France  does  not  see  how  case  can 
ho  delayed. 

MORTON, 

Minuter, 

Paris,  January  14,  1884. 
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No.  41. 

Frbnoh  and  American  Claims  Commission,  1518  H  Street, 

Washingtanj  D.  0.,  March  3,  1884. 

Dear  Sir  :  Id  reply  to  your  personal  letter  of  the  28th  instant,  £ 
have  the  honor  to  inclose  a  schedule  which  contains  a  list  of  the  cases 
for  the  withdrawal  of  which  from  the  jusisdiction  of  the  Commission 
demands  have  been  made  by  the  agents  or  counsel  of  the  respective  Gov- 
ernments. I  have  also  added  a  statement  of  the  action  had  thereon. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWBLL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  8tate$, 

Hon.  John  Davis, 

A99isiant  Secretary  of  State^  Washington^  D.  G. 
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No.  42. 
Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

the  final  report  of  the  agent  and  counsel  of  the  unitsd 
spates,  with  treaties  and  schedule  of  claims. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

No.  1518  H  Street, 

Washington^  May  10,  1884. 

Sir  :  I  have  now  the  honor  to  snbinit  a  final  report  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  which  completed 
its  labors  the  3l8t  day  of  March  last,  as  required  by  the  treaty  between 
France  and  the  United  States,  dated  January  15, 1880,  and  the  treaties 
supplemental  thereto. 

Until  about  the  Ist  day  of  January,  1884,  it  was  thought  not  to  be 
possible  to  complete  the  work  of  the  Commission  by  the  Ist  day  of 
April,  a«  was  required  by  the  supplemental  treaty  of  Februarj'  8, 1883. 
In  order  to  accomplish  the  task  the  members  and  oflBcers  of  the  Com- 
mission were  compelled  to  devote  themselves  assiduously  to  the  work, 
and  the  proceedings  were  completed  at  the  time  named.  As  a  conse- 
quence, however,  it  was  not  practicable  for  me  to  make  any  special 
preparation  for  the  report  of  the  doings  of  the  Commission  at  the  time 
specified.  Additional  delays  in  the  preparation  of  the  report  have  been 
caused  by  the  circumstance  that  the  records  of  the  various  cases — 
amounting  in  all  to  about  60,000  printed  pages — were  not  in  a  condition 
to  be  consulted  conveniently. 

By  the  first  article  of  the  treaty  the  Commission  was  authorized  to 
receive,  consider,  and  dispose  of  ^^  all  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations, 
companies,  or  private  individuals,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  upon 
the  Government  of  France,  arising  oat  of  acts  committed  against  the 
persons  or  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  not  in  the  service  of 
the  enemies  of  France,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  same, 
by  the  French  civil  or  military  authorities,  upon  the  high  seas  or  within 
the  territory  of  France,  its  colonies  and  dependencies,  during  the  late 
war  between  France  and  Mexico,  or  during  the  war  of  1870-'71  between 
France  and  Germany,  and  the  subsequent  civil  disturbances  known  as 
the  *  Insurrection  of  the  Commune.'" 

The  commission  was  also  authorized  to  receive  and  pass  upon  ^^all 
claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individuals, 
citizens  of  France,  upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  arising 
out  of  acts  committed  against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens  of 
France  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  or  volun- 
tarily giving  aid  and  couifort  to  the  same,  b^^  the  civil  or  military 
authorities  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  upon  the  hi<>h  seas 
or  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  during  the 
period  comprised  between  the  13th  day  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  day 
of  August,  1>G(}.^ 

Under  the  authority  so  granted  to  the  commissioners,  19  claims  were 
presented  by  citizens  of  the  United  States  against  the  Government  of 
France,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  the  sum  of  $2,427,544.91,  exclud- 
ing interest.  On  the  other  hand,  726  claims  were  presented  by  or  on  be- 
half of  citizens  of  France  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
The  claims  against  the  United  States  amounted  to  $17,581,000.34,  ex- 
cluding interest. 

The  claims  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States  arose  oat 
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of  transactions  that  occarred  between  the  years  1861  and  1866.  The 
sufferers,  for  mnch  the  larger  part,  were  residents  of  the  States  engaged 
in  the  rebellion,  and  the  injuries  for  which  they  demanded  compensa- 
tion had  been  afflicted  by  the  armies  of  the  United  States,  sometimes 
by  the  orders  of  officers  in  command,  and  in  other  cases  without  specific 
aathority.  The  claimants  had  knowledge  of  the  events  connected  with  the 
losses  for  which  they  demanded  compensation,  and  they  had,  also,  the 
meansof  gatheringand  asing  whatever  testimony  was  in  existence  in  sup- 
port of  their  demands.  Some  of  these  claims  were  ff  audnlent  in  whole,  and 
others  were  greatly  exaggerated.  The  preparations  for  the  defense  by 
the  United  States  could  only  be  made  after  the  testimony  on  the  part  of  the 
claimants  had  been  introduced.  In  many  instances  claims  were  defeated, 
or  the  amonnts  as  set  forth  in  the  memorials  were  greatly  reduced,  by  doc- 
umentary evidence  obtained  from  the  various  Departments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  especially  from  the  papers  and  documents  known  as  the 
"Rebel  Archives."  In  a  majority  of  cases,  however,  the  defense  con- 
sisted in  large  part  of  oral  testimony,  given  sometimes  by  neighbors, 
sometimes  by  negroes  who  were  slaves  upon  the  plantations  where  the 
events  occurred,  and  sometimes  by  officers  of  the  Army  who  had  knowl- 
edge of  the  transactions  to  which  the  claims  related.  The  time  that  had 
elapsed,  and  the  defects  of  memory  were  serious  difficulties,  which  in  some 
cases,  could  not  be  overcome.  When  the  uanies  of  officers  were  ob- 
tained who  were  supposed  to  have  knowledge  of  the  transactions,  inves- 
tigation and  inquiry  often  resulted  in  information  that  the  officers  had 
died  or  that  their  residences  were  nnknown.  The  examinations  and  in- 
quiries incident  to  the  defense  of  these  causes  led  to  delay  and  to  the 
expenditure  of  considerable  sums  of  money.  But,  as  the  combined  prin- 
cipal and  interest  of  the  claims  against  the  United  States  amounted  to 
about  $35,000,000  it  seemed  to  me  wise  to  continue  the  investigation  in 
every  imx)ortant  case  as  long  as  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  trust- 
worthy information  could  be  obtained  which  would  justify  the  Com- 
mission either  in  making  an  award  or  in  disallowing  the  claim. 

in  all  the  cases  against  the  United  States  the  defense  was  managed 
by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  and  the  briefs  and  arguments  were 
prepared  and  made  in  each  case  either  by  the  counsel  or  by  some  one 
of  his  assistants. 

In  the  causes  against  France,  special  counsel,  who  represented  the 
resi)ective  claimants,  had  charge  of  the  several  cases,  attended  to  the 
taking  of  the  testimony,  prepared  their  briefs,  and,  in  the  main,  sug- 
gested the  mode  of  conducting  the  cause  before  the  Commission.  In 
each  case,  however,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  made  an  oral  argu- 
ment in  behalf  of  the  claim  whenever  notice  was  given  by  the  counsel 
for  the  French  Government  that  the  case  would  be  argued  orally  by 
him,  or  whenever  a  request  for  an  oral  argument  was  made  by  the  coun- 
sel for  the  claimant. 

As  the  memorials  were  filed  an  examination  was  made  from  time  to 
time  of  each  memorial  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  or  by  his 
assistant,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the  memori<ilist  had 
in  all  respects  complied  with  the  terms  of  the  treaty,  or  whether  the 
facts  as  set  forth  in  the  memorial  justified  the  intervention  of  a  demurrer 
on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

JosKPH  Napolbon  Pebchi^  v.  The  United  States,  No.  3. 

In  the  memorial  of  Joseph  Napoleon  Perch6  v.  The  United  States, 
No.  3,  the  memorialist  stated  that  he  was  born  at  Angexft,  T>«^wUsi^ik\ 


i 
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of  Maine  et  Loire,  France,  the  6th  day  of  January,  1806,  and  that  in 
the  year  1870  he  was  naturalized,  and  became  thereby  an  American 
citizen. 

Upon  this  statement  of  facts  the  coansel  for  the  United  States  de- 
murred to  the  memorial  as  not  being  sufficient  under  the  treaty  nor  in 
law  for  the  claimant  to  have  or  maintain  his  claim  against  the  United 
States. 

As. this  case  was  a  leading  case,  and  as  the  discussion  in  the  briefs 
and  by  oral  argument  treated  not  only  of  the  law  as  applicable  to  the 
citizenship  of  Perch6,  but  as  much  of  the  argument  was  applicable  to 
analogous  questions  that  had  been  presented  and  were  then  pending 
before  the  Commission,  I  introduce  the  briefs  and  arguments  in  the  case 
in  full : 

Brief  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States. 

STATEMENT   OF  THE  CASE. 

This  claimant  states  that  he  was  born  in  France;  that  up  to  1870  he 
was  a  French  citizen;  that  he  then  became  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  he  has  since  remained  a  citizen.  The  counsel  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  has  demurred  to  the  memorial  on  the  ground 
that  the  matters  therein  stated  are  ''  not  sufficient,  under  the  treaty, 
nor  in  law,  for  the  claimant  to  have  or  maintain  his  claim  against  the 
United  States,''  and  thus  he  presents  to  this  honorable  Commission  the 
following  question,  viz:  Can  a  claimant  who,  at  the  date  of  the  con- 
cluHion  of  the  treaty  establishing  this  Commission,  wan  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  who  was  such  for  some  time  prior  to  that  date,  and 
who  has  remained  such  ever  since,  recover  compensation  for  a  loss 
alleged  to  have  been  caused  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  States! 

1. 

The  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  is  limited  by  the  treaty,  and  au- 
thority is  given  it  to  pass  on  those  claims  only  which  are  therein  de- 
scribed. 

The  claims  against  the  United  States  which  are  described  in  the  treaty 
are  those  for  certain  losses  sustained  by  '*  corporations,  companies,  or 
private  individuals,  citizens  of  France^ — '^des  corporations,  des  com- 
pagnies  on  de  simples  particuliers  ^^  citoyens  frangaisJ^    (Art.  I.) 

This  claimant  is  not  a  citizen  of  France — 

a.  By  the  laws  of  France.  It  is  provided  by  those  laws  that  "  La 
quality  de  frau9ais  de  perdra  1®  par  la  naturalisation  a^quise  en  pays 
Stranger,  •  •  •  3.  Enfin  par  tout  etablissement  fait  en  pays 
stranger  sans  esprit  de  retour."  (Code  Civil  1.  i.,  t.  i.,  c.  ii,  De  la  priva- 
tion des  droits  civils,  1  s,  17.) 

The  naturalization  is  admitted,  and  the  naturalization  coupled  with 
the  long  residence  of  the  claimant  in  this  country  is  conclusive  evi- 
dence that  he  is  here  "  sans  esprit  de  retour." 

b.  By  the  laws  of  the  United  States  the  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  entitled  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a  native. 
(Be vised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  sec.  2168.) 

II. 

By  Article  II  of  the  treaty  it  is  provided  that  the  Commission  "  shall 
be  competent  and  obliged  to  examine  and  decide  upon  all  claims  of  the 
aforesaid  character  presented  to  them  by  the  citizens  of  either  country j 
except  such,"  &c. 
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The  treaty  thus  speaks  in  the  present  tense,  and  bars  any  and  every 
claim  oiiless  the  person  presentinff  it  is,  at  the  time  of  its  presentation, 
a  citizen  of  the  country  through  whose  agency  the  claiui  is  to  be  en- 
forced. 

By  the  first  article  of  the  treaty  it  is  declared  that  claimants  against 
the  Grovernraent  of  the  United  States  must  have  been  citizens  of  France 
at  the  time  when  the  acts  were  committed  out  of  which  the  claim  arose, 
and  therefore  it  appears  from  these  two  articles  of  the  treaty,  consid- 
ered together,  that  the  eitizeushi])  which  existed  at  the  time  when  the 
claim  arose  must  have  been  preserved  without  interruption  until  the 
presentation  of  the  claim  before  this  Commission. 

In  the  case  at  bar  it  is  not  only  admitted  but  declared  by  the  claim- 
ant that  in  the  year  1870,  havihg  theretolore  been  a  French  citizen,  he 
was  naturalized  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  that  since 
that  time  he  has  been  an  American  citizen.  Therefore  he  has  no  legal 
capacity  under  the  ti-eaty  to  aiipear  before  the  Commission  as  a  claim- 
ant. 

HI. 

By  the  principles  of  international  laW  this  claimant  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  that  country  only,  and  to 
the  Government  of  that  country  only  can  he  look  for  protection  and  for 
redress  of  any  wrongs  inflicted  by  its  authority. 

Where  a  person  "  by  his  own  act  has  made  himself  the  subject  of  a 
foreign  power,  •  •  •  it  certainly  places  him  out  of  the  protection 
of  the  United  States  while  within  the  territory  of  the  sovereign  to 
whom  he  ha^  sworn  allegiance.     (The  Charming  Betsy,  2  Cranch,  64.) 

*'  Having  once  acquired  a  national  character  by  residence  in  a  foreign 
country,  he  ought  to  be  bound  by  all  the  consequences  of  it  until  he  has 
thrown  it  ofif,  either  by  an  actual  return  to  his  native  country,  or  to  that 
where  he  was  naturalized,  or  by  commencing  his  removal  honafideP 
(The  Venus,  8  Cranch,  253.) 

These  are  the  decisions  of  the  highest  judicial  authority  in  the  United 
States,  and  they  are  supported  by  the  opinions  of  the  most  eminent 
publicists. 

Witli  regard  to  the  jurisdiction  and  authority  of  states  over  their  own  proper  sab' 
jects  no  donbt  can  be  raised ;  under  the  term  subject  may  be  included  both  native 
md  fiaturalized  citlzenn.    (Phillimore,  Vol.  I,  chap.  XVII,  ^  CCCXVII.) 

It  has  been  said  that  these  rules  of  law  are  applicublQ  to  naturalized  as  well  as  na- 
fire  citizens.  But  there  is  a  class  which  cannot  be,  strictly  speaking,  included  under 
either  of  these  denominations,  namely,  the  class  of  tho.se  who  have  ceased  to  reside 
in  their  native  country  and  have  taken  up  a  permanent  abode  {domioilium  sine  animo 
revertendi)  in  another;  ♦  *  *  they  are  de  facto,  though  not  de  jure,  citizens  of  the 
ooontry  of  their  doniicil.    ($  CCCXIX.) 

The  claimant,  however,  acknowledges  not  only  that  he  is  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  de  facto  ^  but  ^Hbjo  de  jure. 

Naturalized  foreigners  are  in  a  very  different  position  from  merely  commoratii  stran- 
gers. *  *  •  Naturalization  is  usually  called  a  change  of  nationality.  The  nat- 
uralized person  is  supposed,  for  the  purpose  of  protection  and  allegiance  at  least,  to 
be  incorporated  with  the  naturalizing  country.     ($  CCCXXIII.) 

See,  also,  Story,  Conflict  of  Laws,  s.  48,  c.  iii;  ib.,  s.  540,  c.  XIV; 
FcBlix,  I.  i,  t.  i,  s.  2,  342 — Du  chaugement  de  Nationality ;  Heff'ter,  s- 
68;  Colquhoun^s  Civil  Law,8.  393,  vol.  i,  p.  377;  ib.,  s.  389,  p.  373;  QUn- 
ther,  vol.  2,  p.  267,  and  pages  266-311,  n.  e.;  Vattel,  I.  i,  c.  xix,  s.  211, 
etteqr^  Cockbum  on  Kationaiity,  chap.  Ill,  sec.  2. 
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IV. 

!NatioDal  jnrisdictioD,  like  every  other  jarisdiction,  is  limited,  and  the 
capacity  of  two  or  more  nations  in  the  exercise  of  the  treaty-making 
power  is  limited  to  the  territory  which  they  respectively  possess  and  to 
the  persons  owing  allegiance  to  each,  respectively.  It  could  not  for  a 
moment  be  claimed  that  the  Republic  of  France,  by  the  treaty-making 
power,  could  exercise  jurisdiction  over  a  subject  of  Great  Britain ;  and 
for  a  stronger  reason  it  must  be  clear  that  France  could  not  by  treaty 
obtain  jurisdiction  over  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  except  by  a  clear 
concession  of  the  power  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  the  primary  duty  of  every  Grovernment  to  protect  its  own  citi- 
zens, and  this  duty  is  a  constant  deniatl  of  a  like  power  in  any  other 
Government. 

In  January,  1880,  the  Republic  of  France  had  no  jurisdiction  over 
those  persons  who,  though  born  within  the  jurisdiction  of  France,  had 
voluntarily  withdrawn  their  allegiance  from  that  Government  and 
transferred  it  to  the  United  States;  and  therefore  it  was  not  competent 
for  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic  to  make  any  provision  by 
treaty  or  otherwise  for  the  projection  of  such  i)ersons  or  the  enforce- 
ment of  any  of  their  rights. 

If  such  persons  have  suffered  losses  their  only  remedy  is  by  a  direct 
appeal  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  any  other  power. 

This  claimant,  therefore,  has  no  right  of  action  against  the  United 
States  before  this  Commission,  because  he  in  not  a  citizen  of  France,  bat 
is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  the  Government  of 
France  had  not,  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  concluded,  and  it  has  not 
now,  any  jurisdiction  over  him  or  power  to  treat  or  act  in  his  behalf. 

Brief  of  counsel  for  tJie  Republic  of  France  in  reply  to  counsel  far  ike 
United  States  on  demurrer  interposed  by  the  United  States, 

STATEMENT  OP  THE  CASE. 

At  the  time  of  the  commission  by  the  United  States  of  the  acts  com- 
plained of  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  France,  but  since  these  oo- 
cnrrences  memorialist  has  been  naturalized  as  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States ;  and  the  question  is.  Has  the  Commission  jurisdiction,  under  the 
treaty,  in  the  premises  f  ' 

Counsel  for  the  United  States  insists  that  the  Commission  has  not 
jurisdiction.  The  undersigned,  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  con- 
tends that  the  Commission  is  clothed  with  jurisdiction  by  the  very  t^rms 
of  the  treaty. 

I. 

The  undersigned  agrees  with  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that 
**  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  is  limited  by  the  treaty,  and  author- 
ity is  given  it  to  pass  on  those  claims  only  which  are  therein  described.* 
(Brief,  p.  1.)  And  the  undersigned  maintains  that  if  it  be  established 
that  the  demand  of  the  memorialist  grew  out  of  and  is  founded  in  a 
claim  which  is  described  in  the  treaty,  then  there  can  be  no  doubt  bnt 
that  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction,  and  should  consider  the  claim  on 
its  merits. 

To  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction  of  a  case, 
or  claim,  reference  must  be  had  to  the  treaty ;  and  the  undersigned  pro- 
ceeds at  once  to  the  consideration  of  the  treaty. 
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It  will  not  be  denied  that  the  treaty  was  entered  into  between  the  two 
Qovernments  bona  fide ;  aud  ita  immediate  purpose,  as  appears  from 
the  language,  was  to  give  relief  and  to  provide  indemnity  for  a  large 
class  of  safferers— citizens  of  the  respective  Oovernments — on  account 
of  injuries  to  person  or  propert}'  by  them  sustained  within  certain  ju- 
risdictions, and  during  a  specified  period  of  time.     (Article  I.) 

U  beooiuen  itnportHnt,  then,  to  ascertain  what  is  meant  by  the  expression  jurisdic- 
tioo.  ^^Jurisdiction  [says  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  (United  States  v. 
Arredondo,  6  Peters,  709)]  is  the  power  to  hear  and  determine  a  cause.  It  is  coram 
jndict  whenever  a  case  is  presented  which  brings  this  power  into  action/^  •  *  • 
"It  [jurisdiction]  is  the  power  to  hear  and  determine  the  subject-matter  in  contro> 
Tersy  between  the  parties  to  a  suit;  to  adjudicate  or  to  exercise  judicial  power  over 
them,  the  question  is  whether,  on  a  cause  before  a  court,  thi^ir  action  is  judicial  or  ex- 
tr^ttdicial,  with  or  without  authority  of  law  tu  render  a  judgment  or  decree  upon 
the  rights  of  the  parties.  If  the  law  confer  the  power  to  render  a  Judi^ment  or  de- 
cree, then  the  court  has  jurisdiction."  (Rhode  Island  v.  Massachusetts,  12  Peters,  718 ; 
Baaton  v,  Wilson,  4  Texas,  404.) 

There  are  some  priuciples  of  public  law  which  are  uuiversally  recog- 
nised by  modern  civilj^d  states.  One  of  these  is,  that  iuternational 
treaties  are  covenants  bonafidCj  and  are,  therefore  to  be  equitably  and 
not  technically  construed.  (Fhillimore  Int.  Law,  Vol.  II,  p.  89.)  Another 
is  that  the  covenant  or  treaty  contracted  by  two  or  more  parties  is  to 
be  interpreted  with  reference  to  the  intention  of  them  all — ^^conventio 
Hffe  pactio  est  dtiorum  vel  plurum  in  idem  placitum  connensusy  (lb.,  p. 
92.) 

Another  is,  that  good  faith  clings  to  the  spirit  and  fraud  to  the  letter 
of  the  convention.    (lb.,  p.  107.) 

Under  any  equitable  construction  of  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  the 
Commission  must  be  held  to  have  jurisdiction  of  the  claim  now  sub- 
mitted by  the  memorialist,  and  for  the  following  reasons: 

First.  Because  the  acts  complained  of  were  committed  by  the  United 
States. 

Secondly.  Because  the  acts  were  committed  within  the  jurisdictional 
territory  marked  out  by  the  treaty. 

Thirdly.  Because  the  acts  were  committed  during  the  periods  fixed 
by  the  treaty. 

Fourthly.  Because  the  acts  complained  of  were  injurious  to  the  person 
and  property  of  a  citizen  of  France. 

All  which  above  averments  of  facts  are  contained  in  the  memorial, 
and  are,  for  the  purposes  of  this  demurrer,  admitted  by  the  counsel  for 
the  United  States. 

The  nndersigned,  therefore,  maintains  that  an  equitable  construction 
of  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  gives  the  Commission  jurisdiction  of  the 
claim  of  memorialists.  Any  other  construction  would  be  technical,  and 
would,  to  that  extent,  defeat  the  purpose  and  intention  of  the  two  con- 
tracting powers  in  the  creation  of  this  Commission. 

If  this  claim  is  not  entertained  aud  examined  on  its  merits  by  the 
Commission,  the  memorialist  is  without  remedy  and  redress,  for  the 
reason  that  there  is  no  tribunal  before  which  the  memorialist  may  pre- 
sent himself. 

lu  fact,  the  undersigned  has  been  informed  that  one  of  the  honorable 
commissioners  (Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis)  very  recently  sat  as  the  pre- 
siding officer  of  a  claims  commission,  organized  by  authority  of  the 
Unit^  States,  which  decided  that  a  naturalized  American  citizen  could 
present  a  claim  before  the  said  Commission  as  an  American  citizen,  on 
aeeoant  of  acts  committed  by  the  United  States  against  his  person  or 
property,  at  a  time  when  claimant  was  a  citizen  of  France. 
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The  contention  of  counsel  for  the  United  States  can  only  be  sastained 
on  the  theory  or  assamption  that  uaturalization  is  retroactive.  Bot 
naturalization  produces  its  eflFects  only  in  the  future.  (Stoicesco,  iSltade 
sur  la  Naturalisation,  pp.  572,  285.) 

II. 

The  answer  to  what  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  says,  under  the 
second  point  of  his  argument  (p.  2),  as  to  the  meaning  of  certain  expres- 
sions in  Article  II  of  the  treaty,  is  twofold: 

Firsr.  That  such  a  construction  is  technical. 

Secondly.  That  Article  II  is  in  the  aid  of,  and  has  immediate  reference 
to,  Article  I,  and  that  Article  I  contains  the  fundamental  provisions  of 
the  treaty,  and  the  language  of  other  articles  must,  in  cases  of  doubt 
or  difficulty,  be  construed  with  reference  to  It. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  says  (page  2) : 

The  treaty  thus  speaks  iu  the  preseut  tense,  and  bars  any  and  every  claim  janlew 
the  person  prehcnting  it  is  at  the  time  of  its  presentation  a  c^zen  of  the  country  throagh 
whose  agency  the  claim  is  to  be  enforced. 

But  the  Commission  cannot  fail  to  detect  the  fallaey  contained  in  this 
statement  or  proposition  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States.  Legal 
representatives  certainly,  of  deceased  citizens  of  either  country,  and 
beneficiaries  presumably,  may  present  the  claims  of  decedents  and  of 
original  owners  to  this  Commission.  And  this,  irrespective  of  the  citi- 
zenship of  such  legal  representatives  or  beneficiaries.  (See  Rule  1  of 
the  Commission,  p.  1 ;  see  Comegys  v.  Vasse,  1  Peters,  Supreme  Court 
Reports,  pp.  212,  213.) 

On  the  other  hand,  the  language  of  Article  I  of  the  treaty  is :    •     •    • 

And  all  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individaals,  citi- 
sens  of  France,  upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  arising  out  of  act«  com- 
mitted against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens  of  France.     *     •     • 

This  clearly  refers  to  the  persons  or  property  of  individuals  who  at 
the  time  of  the  commission  of  the  acts  aforesaid  were  citizens  of  France. 

If  all  claims  that  could  not  be  brought  within  the  description  indi- 
cated by  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  the  paragraph  cited  are  to  be 
barred,  the  labors  of  the  Commission  will  be  exceedingly  light;  and 
again,  the  palpable  intention  of  the  two  contracting  states  will  be  de- 
feated by  a  technical  construction  of  the  language  conveying  the  grant 
of  powers  to  the  Commission. 

III. 

The  undersigned  believes  that  the  Commission  will  see  that  cases  cited 
by  counsel  for  the  United  States  (p.  3),  to  wit,  The  Charming  Betsey 
and  The  Venus,  have  no  application  to  the  case  at  bar  ;■  neither  do  they 
contain  anything  which  can  be  construed  as  in  conflict  with  the  position 
here  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic.  In  those  cases  the 
distinction  between  the  national  character  of  property  and  the  nation- 
ality of  persons  was  recognized  and  laid  down. 

Those  were  cases  where  the  eitbrt  had  been  made  to  impress  a  hostile 
character  upon  property  in  certain  Rituatlons  as  distinct  from  the  national 
character  of  the  owner,  and  vice  versa. 

IV. 

There  are  some  propositions  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  Stat<«  whicdi 
are  emphasized  under  the  fourth  point  of  his  argument  (p.  4)  that  are 
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hardly  pertinent  to  the  discassioD,  as  the  andersigned  understands  it. 
Unless  qualified,  these  expressions  are  misleading.  The  confusion  in 
which  the  counsel  has  become  involved  is  the  result  of  failure  to  recog- 
nize the  distinction  which  prevails  universally,  under  international  law 
and  treaty  stipulations,  between  the  civil  and  political  rights  of  an  in- 
dividual. The  Commission  are,  of  course,  familiar  with  the  above  dis- 
tinction ;  which,  as  it  seems  to  the  undersigned,  it  is  important  to  bear 
in  mind  when  the  claim  of  the  memorialist  is  under  consideration.  In 
the  case  at  bar,  under  view  of  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  the 
discussion  involves  only  a  consideration  of  certain  undoubted  civil  rights 
of  an  individual  who,  at  a  x)articular  period  of  time,  being  then  a  citizen 
of  France,  sustains  injuries  to  his  person  and  property  of  a  character  of 
which  this  Commission  has  cognizance.  And  in  the  controversy  at  bar, 
as  it  seems  to  the  undersigned,  the  test  of  present  political  rights,  or 
actual  national  character  of  the  memorialist,  should  not  be  controlling 
or  conclusive. 

Brit f  of  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  reply  to  the  counsel  for  the  Repub- 
lic of  France  on  demurrer  interposed  by  the  United  States. 

1.  AS  TO  THB  .TURISDICTION. 

It  is  respectively  submitted  that  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic 
errs  when  he  says  (p.  2)  that  ^^  if  it  be  established  that  the  demand  of 
the  memorialist  grew  out  of  and  is  included  in  a  claim  which  is  described 
in  the  treaty,  then  there  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  Commission  has 
jurisdiction,  and  should  consider  the  claim  on  its  merits." 

In  other  words,  if  the  Commission  finds  that  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the 
subject-matter,  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the  case.  This  is  an  error.  Juris- 
diction is  made  up  of  two  essential  qualities,  (1)  jurisdiction  of  the  per- 
son, and  (2)  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  or,  as  the  counsel  for  the  French 
Republic  terms  it  in  the  paragraph  quoted,  jurisdiction  of  the  claim. 
In  all  personal  actions  or  causes  involving  personal  rights,  a  court  can- 
not proceed  one  step  unless  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the  person,  and  then, 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  person,  if  it  have  also  jurisdiction  of  the  case 
or  claim,  it  may  proceed  to  adjudge  the  rights  of  the  party.  In  the  case 
at  bar,  in  a  qualified  sense,  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction  of  the 
claim  ;  that  is  to  say,  descriptively,  the  claim  is  of  such  a  sort  that  if 
the  Commission  had  jurisdiction  of  the  person  they  then  might  determine 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  claim.  But,  inasmuch  as  the  court  has  not 
jurisdiction  of  the  person — and  it  is  not  even  asserted  in  the  brief  of 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  that  it  has  jurisdiction  of  the  per- 
son except  as  an  inference  from  the  circumstance  that  it  has,  as  is  alleged, 
jurisdiction  of  the  claim — no  action  whatever  can  be  had. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Government  assumes  that  having  juris- 
diction of  the  claim,  jurisdiction  of  the  person  may  be  inferred,  while, 
as  matter  of  law,  no  inference  as  to  jurisdiction  can  be  drawn.  The 
law  must  give  jurisdiction,  and  none  can  be  assumed. 

In  the  case  cited  in  the  6  of  Peters,  p.  709,  the  quotation  would  have 
been  satisfactory  as  a  conclusion  if  the  premises  stated  by  the  court, 
and  on  which  the  court  acted,  had  been  quoted  also. 

The  court^ays : 

A  reference  to  the  petition  presented  by  the  olaimanta  in  this  caee  shows  that  H 
contains  a  fnll  statement  of  all  the  matters  required  by  the  first  section  of  the  Mia- 
soon  law,  excepting  the  condition  of  residence,  which  is  not  requiied  b^  th«  «a\  of 
1888. 
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It  is  thus  seeu  that  in  the  case  then  at  bar  all  the  reqairements  of  law 
essential  to  jurisdiction  were  found,  and  the  court  might  then  well  say, 
what  has  been  quoted  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic — 

Jurisdiction  is  the  power  to  hear  and  determine  a  cause.  It  is  coram  judice  when* 
ever  a  ca»e  is  presented  which  brings  this  power  into  action.  • 

80  in  the  case  of  Khode  Island  against  Miissachusetts  (12  Peters,  p. 
718)  the  enlargement  of  the  quotation  would  have  altered  its  value 
essentially. 

The  court  says : 

However  late  this  objection  [to  the  jurisdiction]  has  been  made  or  may  be  made  in 
any  case  in  an  inferior  or  appellate  court  of  the  Uuit«)d  States,  it  mast  be  considered 
and  decided  before  any  court  can  move  one  further  step  in  the  cause,  as  any  movement 
is  necessarily  the  exerfase  of  jurisdiction.  Jurisdiction  is  the  power  to  hear  and  de- 
termine the  subject-matter  in  controversy  between  parties  to  a  suit,  to  adjudicate  or 
exercise  any  judicial  power  over  them ;  the  question  is,  whether  on  the  case  before  a 
court  their  action  is  judicial  or  extrajudicial,  with  or  without  the  authority  of  law, 
to  render  a  judgment  or  decree  upon  the  rights  of  the  litigant  parties. 

Here  it  is  assumed  that  the  first  essential  requisite  in  the  court  was. 
to  find  that  it  had  jurisdiction  of  the  parties,  and  that  is  the  very  ques- 
tion at  issue  in  the  case  now  at  bar,  whether  the  Commission  has  juris- 
diction of  the  claimant  so  that  it  can  take  notice  of  his  effort  to  enforce 
his  claim. 

The  Supreme  Court  distinctly  say: 

This  is  the  line  which  denotes  jurisdiction,  and  its  exercise  iu  cases  in  personam. 
Where  there  are  adverse  parties  the  court  must  have  power  over  the  subject-matter 
and  the  i^arties.     (2  Howard,  .3:)ti. ) 

The  Supreme  Court,  in  De  Groot  v.  The  United  States,  repeated  this 
doctrine,  as  follows: 

If,  therefore,  the  Court  of  Claims  has  the  right  to  entertain  iurisdiction  of  oases, 
•  •  *  it  is  only  by  virtue  of  acts  of  Congress  granting  such  jurisdiction,  and  it  is 
limited  precisely  to  such  cases,  both  in  regard  to  parties  and  to  the  cause  of  action, 

Congress  has  prescribed.     (7  Court  of  Claims,  p.  9.) 


So  this  Commisnion  has  the  right  to  enterUiiu  jurisdiction  of  cases 
only  by  virtue  of  the  treaty,  and  such  jurisdiction  is  limited  ''  precisely 
to  such  cases,  both  in  regard  to  parties  and  to  the  cause  of  action,"  as 
Frauce  and  the  United  States  have  prescribed. 

The  counsel  proceeds  on  the  nssumptiou  that,  if  the  demand  be 
founded  upon  a  claim  which  is  described  iu  the  treaty,  then  this  Com- 
mission has  jurisdiction,  no  matter  of  what  country  the  claimant  is  a 
citizen  or  subject.  (Page  2  of  the  brief.)  That  is,  in  effect,  he  con- 
teods  tliat  a  claim  once  valid  is  always  valid,  no  matter  who  may  now 
be  the  beneficial  owner.  Pushed  to  its  logical  result,  this  reasoning 
will,  if  adopted  by  the  Commission,  force  it  to  make  awards  in  favor  of 
native-born  citizens  of  the  United  States,  or  German,  Spanish,  or  Italian 
subjects,  in  any  case  where,  by  assignment  or  otherwise,  they  have  be- 
come the  owners  of  claims  arising  from  injuries  to  French  citizens  of 
the  character  described  in  the  treaty.  The  undersigned  cannot  believe 
that  it  was  the  intention  either  of  France  or  the  United  States  so  to  ex- 
tend the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission.  In  fact,  the  counsel  himself 
does  not  adhere  to  this  point,  for  in  the  next  paragraph  he  says  that  the 
immediate  purijose  of  the  treaty  "was  to  give  relief  and  to  provide  in- 
demnity for  a  large  class  of  sufferers,  citizens  of  the  respective  Govern- 
ments.'' That  is,  the  United  States  and  France  intended  to  relieve  citi- 
lens  of  France  for  injuries  sustained  at  the  hands  of  the  United  States ; 
and  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  the  latter  GU)vernment  intended,  through 
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a  treaty  with  a  foreign  power,  to  settle  questions  with  its  own  citizens,  or 
that  France  assaroed  to  interfere  between  the  Government  and  the  citi- 
zens of  the  United  Stat3S. 

It  nowhere  appears  in  the  treaty  that  France  seeks  to  recover  from  the 
United  States  indemnity  for  losses  snstained  by  France  as  a  Oovernmcnt; 
on  the  contrary,  it  does  clearly  appear  that  France  seeks  by  this  treaty 
to  indemnify  citizens  tor  losses  sustained  by  citizens,  not  to  recover  for 
the  State  com(>en8ation  for  losses  sustained  by  the  State  thi-ough  its  cit- 
izens. This  distinction  disposes  of  the  point  that  France  negotiated  for 
the  claim  and  not  for  the  claimant. 

A  distinction  similar  to  this  was  made  in  the  treaty  of  May  8,  1871, 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  which  may  be  cited  in 
illustration.  In  Article  I,  providing  for  a  settlement  of  the  ''Alabama 
claims,''  the  phraseology  is  as  follows : 

Now  in  order  to  remove  and  adjust  all  complaints  and  claims  on  the  part  of  the 
Un  ted  States,  and  to  provide  for  the  speedy  settlement  of  such  claims,  «  •  •  ^j^^ 
high  contracting  parties  agree  that  all  the  said  claims,  •  •  •  generically  known 
as  the  Alabama  claims,  shall  be  referred  to  a  tribunal  of  arbitration;  dtc. 

pWThe  tribunal  awarded  t4>  the  United  States  a  gross  sum,  and  did  not 
examine  the  individual  claims  nor  endeavor  to  ascertain  the  individual 
claimants.  This  was  a  claim  by  a  State  for  loss  sustained  through  its 
citizens,  and  was  so  recognized  b}'  the  court  which  afterwards  distributed 
the  sura  awarded,  when  they  said  '<  the  reclamation  made  upon  Great 
Britain  was  made  by  our  Government  in  the  capacity  of  sovereign,  and 
not  as  a  mere  representative  of  private  interests,  and  the  indemnity  re- 
ceived has  been  ])aid  to  the  United  States  as  a  Government.''  (Robeson, 
Sec'y,  V,  The  United  States,  Davis'  Report,  p.  121.) 

On  the  other  hand,  Article  XII  of  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain  reads 
as  follows : 

All  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individnals,  subjects 
of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,     *    •    •    shall  be  referred  to  three  commissioners,  &c. 

This  article  is  almost  identical  with  Article  I  of  the  treaty  organizing 
this  Commission.  Under  this  Article  XII  was  organized  the  British 
and  American  Mixed  Claims  Commission,  the  history  of  which  is  famil- 
iar. That  Commission  was  organized  for  the  benefit  of  claimants,  not 
of  the  Government,  as  was  the  tribunal  of  Geneva;  that  Commission 
investigated  individual  claims,  sought  the  beneficial  owner,  and  ascer- 
taine<i  his  citizenship,  and  in  eit'ect  held  that  not  only  must  a  claim  be 
valid  and  subject  to  their  jurisdiction,  but  also  that  the  claimant  must 
be  one  for  whom  Great  Britain  had  power  to  negotiate,  and  whom 
Great  Britain  had  a  right  to  protect.  The  distinction  now  sought  to  be 
defined  is  drawn  even  more  clearly  in  the  treaty  with  France,  lor  while 
the  articles  conferring  jurisdiction  on  each  Commission  are  practically 
identical  in  language,  tbe  treaty  with  France  provides,  in  addition,  that 
this  Commission  shall  decide  only  claims  presented  by  citizens,  while 
the  British  Commission  was  to  decide  (Article  XIII)  ''claims  presented 
to  them  ^ ;  but  by  whom  was  not  stated.  The  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  and  the  preamble  of  the  treaty  with  France 
show  clearly  that  the  intention  of  France  and  the  United  States  was  to 
obtain  redress  for  "  citizens." 

The  nndersigned  searched  carefully  for  any  case  presenting  the  point 
now  under  discussion  which  had  been  ruled  upon  by  the  British- Ameri- 
can Commission,  but  without  success,  and  he  confidently  believes  that 
the  agent  for  Great  Britain  declined  to  present  such  claims,  thinking 
them  inadmissible  and  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  that  Commis  sion. 

H.  Ex.  235 4 
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The  reasoDS  for  his  belief  are  as  follows :  After  a  careful  examinatiaii 
of  the  reports  of  Mr.  Hale  and  Mr.  Howard,  he  has  failed  to  find  any 
sach  case  reported  or  alladed  to  as  having  beei>  acted  upon,  although 
the  question  of  citizenship  acquired  by  domicile  without  naturalization 
was  fully  and  minutely  argued.  The  counsel  for  the  United  States  be- 
fore that  Commission  said  in  one  of  his  briefs,  and  in  illustration  simply : 

Take  the  oaae  of  a  British  subject  at  the  time  of  suataining  the  alleged  iniary,  and 
who,  before  the  presentatiou  of  his  claiiu^  had  become  Daturalized  aa  an  American 
citizen.  It  cannot  be  doubted  that  he  could  not  be  admitti-dlo  a  standing  before 
the  Commission.  Though  he  waH  a  British  subject  at  the  time  of  the  injury,  he  is 
no  longer  such,  and  the  question  of  his  standing  before  the  Commission  can  only  be 
determined  by  his  national  character  at  the  time  of  presenting  his  claim.  Such  caaea 
have  been  numerous,  without  doubt,  but  no  such  claim  has  been  presented  to  the 
Commission  by  Her  Majesty's  agent.     (Howard's  Report,  p.  326.) 

All  the  arguments  of  counsel  were  made  upon  the  assumption  that 
only  subjects  of  Great  Britain  could  make  claims  upon  the  United  States 
under  the  treaty.    The  counsel  for  Oreat  Britain  says  / 

It  [the  treaty]  gives  jurisdiction  to  all  claims  on  the  part  of  subjects  of  Her  Bri- 
tannic Mtgesty  iipou  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  reciprocally  of  aU 
claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  upon  the  Government  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty.    (Howard's  Report,  p.  306.) 

Again: 

This  treaty  does  uot  pretend  to  do  more  than  limit  the  jurisdiction  by  the  personal 
status  of  the  claimants  and  the  Limitation  of  time,  &c.  (P.  306. )  A  naturalized  citi- 
sen  of  the  United  States  is  as  to  all  other  countries  as  much  the  subject  of  its  pro- 
tection, and  as  truly  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  as  if  born  upon  its  soil.  In  deter- 
mining who  are  within  the  protection  of  this  treaty  as  citizens  of  the  United  States^ 
the  agent  of  the  United  Stat^es  would  hardly  maiutain  that  persons  coniiug  within 
the  provisions  of  such  municipal  statute  are  not  within  its  proU^ction.    (P.  314.) 

The  understanding  of  the  British  Government  on  this  point  was  not 
less  clear  than  that  of  their  (*.ounsel. 
In  their  notifications  to  claimants,  No.  1,  they  said: 

Notice  is  hereby  ^i  ven  that  all  persons  subjects  of  Her  Mi^esty  who  may  hare  claima 
of  the  nature  described  in  the  said  articles,  &c.    (Howard's  Report,  p.  255.) 

The  other  notifications  were  to  the  same  effect. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Henry  Howard,  esq.,  •  •  •  has  been  appointed 
agent  for  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment,  and  is  authorized  to  receive  a{  Washington  any 
claims  of  persons,  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  coming  within  the  provisions  of  the  afore- 

and  ae- 
le  nature 
256.) 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  undersigned  •  *  •  is  authorized  to  receive 
*  *  ^  any  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individuals 
subjects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty,  *  •  *  arising  ont  of  acts  committed  affainst 
the  persons  or  property  of  subiects  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty  during  the  periods  be- 
tween, &c,f  and  accordingly  all  persons  being  subjects  ot  Her  Britannic  Majesty  who 
may  have  claims,  Ac.     (notification  No.  3,  Howard's  Report,  pp.  256-71.) 

And  when  the  Commission  decided  that  Barclay  was  a  British  sabject 
they  said: 

The  jQrst  thing  to  be  decided  in  this  case  is  whether  the  commissioners  have  juris- 
diction, which  depends  upon  whether  the  claimant  is  within  the  meaning  of  the  trea^ 
a  British  subject.     (Howard's  Report,  p.  9.) 

The  following  cases  were  disposed  of  as  follows : 
Ford,  administrator,  No.  328.    Award  made  for  part  of  the  sum 
claimed  to  the  British  beneficiaries  only. 
Thomas  S.  Maben,  administrator,  No.  191.    Disallowed|  because  no 
I'wvieAoiaries  were  proved. 
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Wmimiii  Boee,  Ko.  303b  Because  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  after 
tte  loss,  claim  withdrawn  by  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  agent. 

Garrett,  administratrix.  No.  309.    Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction, 
daimant  having  muried  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  no  British ' 
benefieiariea  having  been  proved. 

8o  the  connsel  lor  the  United  States,  the  Crovemment  and  connsel 
of  Great  Britain,  and  the  Commission  assumed  that  to  be  valid  a  claim 
against  the  United  States  must  be  presented  by  a  subject  of  Great 
Britain. 

2.  AS  TO  THE  CONSTRUCTION  OF  TH£  TBKATT. 

Counsel  for  the  Bepnblic  of  France  claims  that  international  treaties 
are  to  be  construed  equitably,  and  not  technically.  This  is  ail  very 
well,  and  as  laid  down  by  Pbillimore  in  the  reference  cited  on  page  3, 
the  rule  is  to  be  observ^  whenever  there  is  an  ambiguity  in  the  lan- 
guage employed.  But  in  the  case  at  bar  there  is  no  ambiguity  of  lan- 
gaage.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty, 
extends  to  citizens  of  France  having  claims  against  the  United  States^ 
and  to  citizens  of  tbe  United  States  having  claims  against  France. 
The  court  cannot  take  jurisdiction  tor  the  reason  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  court,  it  would  be  equitable  for  it  to  have  jurisdiction  ;  nor  for  the 
reason  that  if  it  had  jurisdiction  it  could  do  equity  to  or  between  the 
parties.  It  must  first  find  its  jurisdiction,  and  then,  if  it  have  power, 
it  may  do  equity  to  or  between  the  parties  over  whom  it  has  such  juris- 
diction. 

The  language  of  the  treaty  should  not  be  strained  in  order  to  obtain 
jurisdiction. 

In  all  cases,  whether  with  a  superior  or  inferior  court,  a  purely  statu- 
tory authority  must  be  pursued,  and  it  cannot  be  extended  by  impli- 
cation.   (1  Smith,  Leading  Cases,  6  Am.  ed.,  1024, 1011,  and  cases  cited.) 

When  implications  are  admitted  beyond  the  limits  of  the  most  rigid 
necessity,  it  is  easy  to  drift  unconsciously  away  from  the  meaning  of 
the  law  giving  power  altogether  and  establish  what  was  never  intended 
or  even  thought  of.  Equitable  constructions,  according  to  what  may 
be  deemed  the  spirit  of  a  statute,  should  always  be  resorted  to  with 
caution.  The  power  of  extending  the  meaning  of  a  statute  beyond  its 
words,  and  deciding  by  the  equity  and  not  the  language,  approaches  so 
near  the  power  of  legislation  that  the  wise  judiciary  will  exercise  it  with 
reluctance,  and  only  in  extraordinary  cases.  (Monson  v.  Chester,  22 
Pick.,  387.) 

The  proposition  of  the  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  is  that  this  Com- 
mission should  take  jurisdiction  because  in  its  opinion  it  would  be  equi- 
tible  for  it  to  have  jurisdiction. 

But  the  question  before  the  Commission  upon  the  issue  at  bar  is  not 
whether  this  claimant  equitably  ought  to  receive  compensation  for  his 
losses,  but  whether  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  he  is  made  a  party-claim- 
EDt,  so  that  he  can  prosecute  his  claim  before  the  Commission ;  and  until 
the  Commission  finds  that  it  has,  by  virtue  of  the  treaty,  jurisdiction, 
both  of  the  person  claiming  and  of  the  claim,  it  cauuot  proceed  one  step 
towards  doing  what  may  seem  to  be  equitable  as  between  the  claimant 
and  the  United  States. 

From  the  treaty  alone  can  we  ascertain  the  jurisdiction. 

For  the  AuUiority  of  this  conrt  [Coart  of  Comminioners  of  Alabama  Clainuil  to 
avard  any  anoi  *  *  *  we  mast  look  to  the  law  auder  which  we  act.  (Dayir  Ra- 
port,  p.  62.)  We  look  into  the  act  of  Cougreaa  and,  anlt-m  the  case  of  these  clalmaDts 
ift embraced  within  its  pjovisions,  we  cauiiot  admit  their  claim,  even  if  we  knew  tlie 
Talae  of  this  cargo  was  paid  for  by  Great  Britain,  and  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
United  SUtes.     (Davis'  Beport,  p.  10b.) 
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^  Od  page  3  of  bis  brief  the  counsel  names  fonr  reasons  why  the  claim 
of  Perch^  is  valid,  and  certainly,  unless  all  these  points  affirmatively 
appear  and  are  proven,  the  claim  cannot  be  prosecuted  here.  But  the 
counsel  omits  a  fifth  point,  equally  necessary  and  vital,  and  in  terms 
required  by  the  treaty.  The  acts  must  not  only  have  beeu  committed 
(1)  by  certain  authorities,  (2)  within  certain  territory,  (3)  during  certain 
periods,  (4)  to  the  harm  of  French  citizens,  but,  also,  the  claims  must 
be  (5)  '^  presented"  by  (Article  II)  citizens  of  France,  and  be  '^  claims  on 
the  part  of    •    •    •    citizens  of  France."    (Article  I.) 

The  counsel  lays  much  stress  upon  the  rule  by  which  the  treaty  should 
be  construed,  and  seems  to  fear  that  valid  and  just  claims  may  be  de- 
feated by  some  technical  construction.  No  rule  of  construction  need  be 
ftought  where  the  terms  of  a  treaty  or  statute  are  plain  and  free  from 
ambiguity,  $is  is  the  language  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  this  Com- 
mission. 

The  first  general  maxim  of  interpretation  is  that  it  is  not  permitted 
to  interpret  what  has  no  need  of  interpretation.  ( Vattel,  book  2,  chap. 
17,  sec.  2G3.)  When  the  act  or  treaty  is  conceived  in  clear  and  precise 
terms;  when  they  are  clear,  and  lead  to  nothing  absurd,  there  can  be 
uo  reason  to  refuse  the  sense  which  they  naturally  present.  This  seems 
to  be  a  case  for  the  application  of  this  maxim:  ^^  Where  a  law  is  plain 
and  unambiguous,  whether  it  be  expressed  in  general  or  limited  terms, 
the  legislature  should  be  intended  to  mean  what  they  have  plainly  ex- 
pressed, and  consequently  no  room  is  left  for  construction." 

(Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  2  Cranch,  358,  399;  see  also 
Phillimore,  vol.  II,  page  84,  sec.  LXX  et  seq.) 

What  are  the  claims  and  who  are  the  claimants  f  There  is  no  diffi- 
culty in  finding  in  the  treaty  a  clear  answer  to  these  questions.  The 
claims  are  those  "on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  in- 
dividuals, citizens  of  France,  upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens 
of  France"  by  certain  authorities  at  certain  times  and  places,  ♦.  6., 
the  claims  of  citizens  of  France  (now  such  citizens)  for  certain  losses 
sustained  by  citizens  of  France  (then  such  citizens).  The  claim  must 
be  now  owned  by  a  French  citizen,  and  must  be  for  a  loss  sustained  by 
a  French  citizen.  The  language  is  not  less  clear  in  the  French,  viz : 
*'  Toutea  les  reclamations  61ev6es  par  des  corporations,  des  compagnies 
ou  de  simples  particuliers  citoyens  franjais  •  •  •  fondles  sur  des 
actes  commis  •  •  •  au  prejudice  des  personnes  ou  de  la  propri^t^ 
de  citoyens  frangais,"  &c.  If  there  were  any  ambiguity  in  the  phrase- 
ology of  Article  1  it  would  be  removed  by  Article  II,' which  requires 
the  Commission  to  decide  all  claims  described  in  Article  I,  ^'  presented 
to  them  by  citizens  of  either  country."  That  is,  claims  against  France 
presented  by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  claims  against  the 
United  States  presented  by  citizens  of  France.  So,  to  recapitulate, 
the  claims  must  be,  (1)  on  the  part  of  citizens  of  France,  (2)  for  injuries 
to  citizens  of  France,  (3)  presented  by  citizens  of  France. 

The  language  is  clear.  If  it  were  not,  still  the  intention  of  the  two 
nations  is  so  apparent  from  the  treaty  that  any  other  interpretation 
would  be  inadmissible. 

3.  AS  TO  INTENTION. 

The  intention  of  the  parties  to  the  treaty  is  to  be  gathered  from  the 
language  of  the  treaty,  and  if  there  is  uo  ambiguity  in  the  language 
employed  there  can  be  no  uncertainty  as  to  the  intention  of  the  parties. 
In  the  case  at  bar  there  is  no  ambiguity.    Manifestly  it  was  the  intea- 
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tion  of  the  parties  to  provide  a  means  by  which  French  citizens  who 
had  snifered  losses  &om  the  authorities  of  the  United  States  of  the 
character  described  by  the  treaty  should  be  compensated  therefor,  and 
that  American  citizens  who  had  suffered  losses  from  the  operations  of 
the  French  authorities  in  the  manner  described  in  the  treaty  should 
also  be  compensated  therefor;  and  it  cannot  be  assumed  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  either  party  to  the  treaty  to  do  that  which  manifestly 
it  was  incompetent  for  one  of  the  parties  to  perform. 

By  the  laws  of  France,  quo.ted  in  the  former  brief  submitted  by  the 
counsel  of  the  United  States,  it  is  provided  that  the  quality  of  a  citizen 
of  France  may  be  lost  by  naturalization  acquired  in  a  foreign  country. 
By  the  laws  of  the  United  States  a  citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  by  law- 
ful process,  may  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  It  cannot  be 
assumed  that  the  French  Government,  ten  years  afterwards,  intended 
to  make  any  provision  for  a  person  who  had  thus  voluntarily  alienated 
himself  from  that  Oovemment  and  assumed  allegiance  and  citizenship 
to  and  in  another  country ;  and  the  assumption  that  one  Government 
has  capacity  to  protect  the  rights  of  citizens  of  another  country  is  offens- 
ive to  national  {sovereignty.  If  the  language  were  ambiguous,  then 
the  intention  of  the  contracting  parties  should  be  sought  and  followed 
in  its  construction  (4  Comstock,  140).  This  intention  is  to  be  gathered 
from  the  context,  the  preamble,  and  even  the  title  of  the  act  (Dukedom 
of  Sussex,  8  London  Jour.,  795).  The  context  has  been  considered,  and 
is  clear  and  unambiguous,  and  the  intention  there  shown  to  legislate 
for  citizens  is  repeated  in  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  which  begins:  ^^ Whereas  a  convention  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Bepublic  for  the  settlement 
of  certain  claims  of  citizens  of  either  country  against  the  other  was  con- 
cluded," &c.,  and  in  the  preamble  of  the  treaty,  "the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  French  Republic,  animated  by  the  desire  to  settle  and 
adjust  amicably  the  claims  made  by  the  citizens  of  either  country 
against  the  Government  of  the  other,"  &c. 

The  intention  thus  declared  was  carried  out  in  Articles  I  and  II,  and 
jurisdiction  was  given  to  this  Commission  to  decide  claims  against  the 
United  St^ites  of  citizens  of  France  for  injuries  to  citizens  of  France 
when  presented  by  citizens  of  France. 

4.  AS  TO  REMEDY  OB  BEDBESS. 

When  Perch6  dissolved  his  allegiance  to  France  and  accepted  citi- 
zenship in  the  United  States  he  was  bound  to  know  legally  that  thence- 
forward the  Government  of  France  could  furnish  him  no  protection 
whatever,  nor  any  means  of  redress  for  any  injury  he  had  sustained 
either  from  the  United  States  or  from  the  Government  of  any  other 
eountry,  and  that  thenceforward  he  must  look  to  the  United  States 
solely  for  protection  and  redress  for  any  grievances  that  he  might  have 
suffered,  or  loss  that  he  might  have  sustained,  whether  at  the  hands  of 
the  United  States  or  by  the  authorities  of  other  Governments. 

Even  if  the  claimant  be  without  redress  for  the  injury  alleged  to  have 
been  sustained,  and  the  assumption  of  counsel  in  that  regani  were  true, 
it  still  seems  to  the  undersigned  that  the  point  is  not  pertinent  to  the 
present  inquiry.  It  is  not  believed  that  the  counsel  contends  that  it  is 
within  the  province  of  this  Commission  to  adjust  differences  between 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  its  citizens,  even  should  it 
appear  that  the  demands  are  just  and  redress  is  improperly  withheld. 
Therefore  the  undersigned  with  deference  submits  that  \t  \ft  i\ot  liO'tTi  o 
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conseqaence  whether  Perch^,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  has  or  has 
not  a  remedy  against  the  Governinentof  his  adoption  for  injuries  which, 
as  he  alleges,  that.Goverumeut  inflicted. 

But  the  counsel  is  in  error  in  assuming  that  there  is  no  such  tribanaL 
All  claims  for  injuries  to  citizens  by  authorities  of  the  Government  may 
be  investigated  by  Congress  and  paid  by  its  direction.  From  time  to 
time  Congress  has  delegated  its  power  of  investigation  and  decision  of 
claims  against  the  Government  to  certain  tribunals  constituted  by  it  to 
pass  upon  certain  limited  and  clearly  defined  classes  of  these  claims. 
Such  is  the  ^^  Court  of  Claims  "and  such  was  the  ^^  Southern  Claims 
Commission."  Over  all  other  claims  not  included  within  the  classes 
over  which  these  tribunals  had  jurisdiction  Congress  still  retained  and 
now  retliins  its  power,  and  to  that  tribunal  Perch6  and  any  other  claim- 
ant has  a  right  to  appeal.  It  is  reported  that  some  two  thousand  cases, 
claims  of  native  as  well  as  naturalized  citizens,  are  now  pending  there, 
and  committees,  called  committees  on  war  claims,  are  appointed  to  in- 
vestigate such  claims  and  report  upon  them  to  Congress  for  its  action. 
Every  citizen  of  the  United  States,  native  or  naturalized,  has  therefore 
a  tribunal  to  which  he  can  resort  for  redress. 

The  undersigned  has  been  unable  to  find  that  Perch^'s  ca^e  was  pre- 
•ented  to  the  Southern  Claims  Commission,  but  he  does  find  a  general 
decision  of  that  tribunal  somewhat  to  the  effect  stated  by  the  counsel 
for  the  French  Republic,  and  which  is  contained  in  the  report  of  De- 
cember 11,  1871.  (Forty-second  Congress,  second  session,  H.  B.  Mis. 
Doc.  No.  16).    The  commissioners  say  : 

Qiiostions  at  once  arose  as  to  the  extent  of  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  by  the  act  of 
OongroRt.    The  words  of  the  act  coufening  jurisdiction  are  as  folhiws : 

♦*•  •  the  President  •is  *  authorized  to  •  •  •  appoint  *  *  commis- 
sioners, whone  duty  it  shall  be  to  receive,  examine,  and  considfr  the  justice  and  va- 
lidity of  such  claims  *  *  *  of  tliose  citizens  who  remained  loyal  adherents  t-o  the 
cause  and  the  Government  of  the  United  States  during  the  war,  tor  stores  or  supplies 
taken  or  furnished  dnriug  the  rebellion  for  Mie  use  of  the  Army  of  the  United  Stat-es 
in  States  proclaimed  UHiu  insurrection/' 

I.  Who  are  citizens  within  the  meaning  of  the  actf  *  *  As  this  Commission  is 
created  by  act  of  CougresH,  and  its  Jurisdiction  limited  by  the  statute  ;  as  it  is  only 
to  examine  and  report  to  Congress,  and  has  not  the*authority  or  functions  of  a  court, 
its  jurisdiction  must  be  kept  within  the  very  terms  of  the  statute.  The  word  ^  citl- 
meUf"  when  nsed  to  expiess  the  relation  of  the  individual  to  the  Government,  ordina- 
rily means  **  one  owing  paramount  allegiance  to  the  State.''  It  is  used  so  in  distinc- 
tion from  the  word  "  iuhabitant.''  •  «  •  This  ordinary  meaning  should  be  given 
it  as  used  in  the  Ktatnte.  Deeming  the  art  intended  to  apply  to  matters  of  municipal 
legislation,  and  not  to  affect  rights  standing  upon  iiiternatinual  law,  we  do  not 
roilow  the  decisions  cited  from  the  prize  courts,  which  seem,  in  some  cases,  to  ext«nd 
its  meaning.  The  context,  ''citizens  who  remained  loyal  adherents  to  the  cause  and 
Government  of  the  Uniteti  StMtes,"  indicates  that  those  persons  are  meant  of  whom 
'* loyalty"  could  be  required  ** during  the  war.''  Loyalty  during  the  war  cannot 
reasonablv  be  interpreted  as  meaning  less  than  that  relation  from  which  the  Govern- 
ment miglj^t  have  reouired  military  service.  •  *  •  Loyalty  was  not  required  of  a 
foreigner.  He  was  deemed  to  do  bis  whole  duty  if  he  kept  strictly  neutral.  Bat  nea- 
trality  during  the  war  in  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  was  not  loyalty. 

So  the  claims  of  persons  aliens  daring  the  war,  but  afterwards  natural- 
ized|  were  not  allowed ;  not  because  they  were  not  valid,  not  becanse 
the  claimant  was  not  recognized  fully  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
i)ut  becanse  that  particalar  tribunal  had  not  been  authorized  by  Con- 
gress to  investigate  that  class  of  claims. 

The  undersigned  does  not  contend  that  naturalization  is  retroactiv«% 
but  that  it  effects  a  tull,  complete,  and  total  change  of  allegiance,  and 
that  from  the  day  of  naturalization  all  right  to  the  protection  of  tlie  na- 
tive country  is  forfeited,  and  in  its  place  the  naturalized  citizen  obtains 
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the  rights,  the  advantages,  and  also  the  disadvantages  of  citizenship  in 
the  country  of  his  adoption. 

In  changing  his  allegiance  he  may  fairly  be  presumed  to  have  con- 
sidered and  estimated  the  advantages  on  the  one  hand  and  the  disad- 
vantages on  the  other;  but  whether  he  did  so  consider  or  not  is  not  a 
question  for  this  tribunal.  It  may  proi)erly  be  presumed  also  that,  as  an 
American  citizen,  if  he  onght  to  have  redress  for  losses  which  he  sus- 
tained while  he  was  a  French  citizen,  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  will  deal  with  him  as  it  has  dealt  with  its  own  citizens  who  were 
loyal  to  its  authority  during  the  rebellion,  and  make  him  the  proper 
eompennation  whenever  his  case  shall  be  presented  to  the  tribunals  of 
the  country  having  authority  to  act  in  his  behalf.  But  whether  this  be 
so  or  not,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  submits  mosi  respectfully 
that  the  Gk)vernmeut  of  the  French  Be[mblic  has  not,  by  this  treaty, 
undertaken  to  give  him  either  an  equitable  or  a  legal  remedy  for  the 
losses  he  sustained,  and  that  if  it  had  so  undertaken  its  own  jurisdiction 
was  not  adequate  to  the  end  in  view. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Commission  held  May  20, 1881,  the  counsel  for 
the  French  Republic  made  the  following  argument: 

It  appears  that  the  memorialist  was  a  native  citizen  of  France ;  that  he  snfTeTed 
iDJary  and  damage  daring  the  war  of  sect'ssion  at  the  hands  of  antborities  of  the 
United  States ;  that  as  early  as  1864  he  claimcHl  indemnity  on  acconnt  of  said  dam- 
ages; that  the  claim  was  presented  by  him  to  the  French  consnl  at  New  Orleans,  and 
that  at  a  later  date,  to  wit,  in  the  year  1870|  this  memorialist  became  an  American 
eitizen.  Joseph  Napoleon  Perch^,  as  he  is  called  here,  is  no  other  than  the  arch- 
bishop of  New  Orleans;  it  was  at  the  time  he  was  promoted  to  the  archbishopric  of 
New  Orleans  that,  inasmuch  as  he  was  to  be  trustee  for  real  estate  belonging  to  the 
ehitrch,  he  became  an  American  citizen.  8ach  are  the  facts  of  the  case  as  they  appear 
from  the  papers  before  me. 

The  question  comes  up  in  this  form:  Since  the  right  reverend  archbishop  was  nat- 
uralized in  the  United  of atos,  this  Commission  has  got  to  consider  whether  he  has  a 
right  to  present  his  claim,  or  whether  his  right  to  indemnity  has  been  forfeited  by  a 
aabsequent  change  of  nationality. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  says  he  has  an  undoubted  right  to  present  a  claim, 
but  not  before  this  Commission.  And  here  comes  the  first  question  to  which  I  shall 
call  theatteutiou  of  the  Commission:  Is  there,  as  in  contended  in  the  brief  for  the 
United  States,  a  mode  of  redress  left  open  to  the  archMshop  of  New  Orleans  f  Sup- 
Mfpng  that  this  Commission  should  exclude  him  on  the  ground  that  his  citizenship 
has  been  changed,  is  there  in  the  United  States  a  court'  of  law,  or  a  court  created  by 
Congress,  which  has  Jurisdiction  over  bis  casef  To  thi^  I  answer  no ;  and  I  shall  now 
proceed  to  give  the  reasons  in  support  of  this  answer. 

In  the  Southern  Claims  Commission  it  was  held  that  aliens  residing  in  the  United 
States  had  no  right  to  appear  before  that  Commission  and  to  recover  damages  for 
losses  inflicted  upon  them,  and  the  learned  judges  grf>unded  their  decision,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  on  the  very  statute  which  ha<l  created  that  court.  They  said  that  *'  that 
statute  does  not  grant  iis  Jurisdiction  of  cases  of  this  natnre.'*  Therefore,  the  alien 
who  has  remained  neutral  during  the  war  cannot  be  compared  to  the  citizen  of  the 
United  States  who  was  not  only  neutral,  but  loyal. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  decision  was  rendered  by  that  same  Commission  in  regard  to 
aliens  who  were  naturalized  in  the  United  Stntes  after  the  date  of  the  injury  suf- 
fered, and  in  rendering  its  decinion  the  OommisMion  said  : 

"We  think  Congress  intended  to  reserve  to  itself  the  consideration  of  the  rights 
of  foreigners.  We  have,  therefore,  held  that  foreigners  domiciled  here  are  not  citi- 
ZSDB  within  the  limits  of  the  act.  We  have  also  held  that  where  claimant  was  also 
alien  when  the  eliiim  accrned,  his  naturalization  since  the  war  does  noc  remove  his 
disabiUty." 

In  other  words,  an  alien  naturalized  in  the  United  States  subsequently  to  the  time 
the  claim  aecraed  had  no  standing  before  the  Southern  Court  of  Claim's.  This  doc- 
trine has  been  also  asserted  by  the  State  Depart  nieut  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case 
of  £mile  Sanvtf,  a  Frenchman  who  had  resided  in  Mexico  and  who  claimed  to  have 
•offered  damages  in  that  country.  Sauv^  came  to  the  United  States  aud  was  natural- 
ised. After  he  had  obtained  bis  letters  «»f  naturalization  he  applied  to  the  State 
Department  for  intervention  on  his  behalf,  on  account  of  injuries  suffered  in  Mexico 
while  a  citiseo  of  France.    To  this  application  the  Hon.  namUtoii  ¥\c\i  t«\f\\«^\Tt 
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nnbstance  :  *'  Ynnr  naturalization  was  only  prospective.  It  could  not  act  retroaci- 
ivelj,  and  therefore  I  cannot  interfere  on  your  behalf  for  acts  anterior  to  yonr  na- 
turalization by  the  United  States." 

Obviously,  the  case  cannot  be  presented  to  the  Court  of  Claims.  But  my  colleague 
on  the  other  side  says,  there  is  the  Conp*ess  of  the  United  States;  and  Con^cress  may 
do  something  or  other.  To  which  I  reply,  that  Congress  has  no  jurisdiction  over  such 
cases;  and  for  this  simple  reason,  that  naturalization  is  {irospective.  And,  therefore, 
if  Congress  enacted  to-day  a  measure  tending  to  indemnify  these  claimants,' it  woald 
violate  one  of  those  principles  which  govern  the  matter  of  naturalization. 

Again,  it  is  said  that  Congress  has  sovereign  power,  and  that  it  may  grant  relief. 
Simple  measures  of  relief  seldom  pass  Congress.  I  have  a  witness  here  who  will 
testify  for  me.  It  is  my  colleague  on  the  other  side.  He  was  a  member  of  Congress, 
and  I  would  like  to  ask  him  how  many  claims  of  aliens  have  ever  been  abjudicated 
by  that  body.  However,  I  can  answer  for  him :  One  in  fifteen  years.  One,  only  one, 
a  German  case,  and  this  was  the  result  of  long  correspondence  and  protracted  nego- 
tiation. 

I  come  now  to  another  branch  of  the  case,  which  arises  from  the  convention  itself. 
It  has  been  submitted  already  that  Article  I  of  the  convention  provided  that  ''all 
claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  pnvate  individuals,  citizens  of 
France,  upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States  arising  out  of.''  &o.  The  couven- 
tion  speaks  of  all  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individ- 
uals, citizens  of  France.  These  words  should  be  conhtrned  as  referring  to  those  who 
were  citizens  at  the  time  the  claim  accrued. 

And  now  as  to  Article  II,  to  which  the  brief  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  refers. 
It  is  merely  by  way  of  reference  that  the  word  citizen  is  mentioned.  The  govemiu|r 
article,  the  provision  which  controls  all  the  others  iu  regard  to  this  subject  matter  and 
in  regard  to  the  status  of  claimants,  is  found  in  the  words  I  have  jusi  cited.  It  may 
be  said  that  there  are  other  articles  in  which  the  word  citizen  may  have  been  used^ 
but  it  is  not  in  such  a  way  as  to  give  us  a  construction  of  the  words  I  have  quoted; 
and  the  proof  of  it  is  this,  that  Article  I,  where  these  words  are  found,  refers  to  claima 
'*  on  the  part  of  citizens,''  &c. ;  while  in  Article  II  the  words  "  on  the  part  of  citi- 
zens "  have  been  omitted.  It  is  worded  this  way,  "  presented  to  them  by  the  citizens.'^ 
So  in  the  article  which  defines  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  the  words  used 
are  "on  the  part  of  citizens,"  and  in  the  following  provision,  which  most  evidently 
refers  to  preceding  article,  the  words  are  changed,  and  the  paragraph  reads,  '*  pre- 
sented to  them  by  the  citizens  of  either  country." 

There  is,  however,  another  way  of  ascertaining  the  exact  moaning  of  these  words, 
and  of  explaining  them.  These  words,  "  on  the  part  of,"  were  borrowed  from  the 
treaty  of  Washington  of  May  tj,  1871,  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 
In  a. case  pending  before  that  Commission,  where  a  somewhat  analogous  demurrer 
'  was  interposed  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  in  opposing  it  Her  Britannic  Majesty'a 
counsel  used  the  following  language:  "  Why  were  the  words  'on  the  part  of  usedt 
It  seems  to  me  that  they  must  have  been  used  ex  indu$tria  to  embrace  claims  other 
than  those  which  could  be  presented  by  British  subjects,  and  that  they  should  include 
all  cases  arising  out  of  a  violation  of  British  rights  by  acts  committed  against  the 
persons  or  property  of  those  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  British  Crown  in  respect 
of  such  acts  committed.  And  thereupon  the  demurrer  was  overruled  by  the  Com- 
misKion."  (See  Henry  Howard's  Report,  ^i29.)  I  submit  that  the  convention  be- 
tween France  and  the  United  States  contains  the  same  expressions,  and  that  here  the 
decinious  of  the  English  Commission  must  be  of  great  weight. 

And  now  I  come  to  the  second  division,  I  believe,  of  the  brief  of  the  counsel  of 
the  United  States :  "  Has  the  Commission  jurisdiction  over  these  claims  f  "  And  thia 
leads  to  this  further  inquiry:  What  is  juristiictiou,  and  what  constitutes  jurisdiction 
in  this  case?  We  have  stated  in  our  br  ef  that  there  were  four  requisites  to  give 
jurisdiction  to  this  CommisNion.  First,  the  acts  complained  of  had  to  be  committed 
by  the  United  States;  second,  the  acts  had  to  be  committed  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Unite<l  States  as  it  is  dt-fined  in  the  treaty;  third,  the  acts  had  to  be  com- 
mitted during  the  period  of  time  named  in  the  treaty  ;  fourth,  the  acts  complained  of 
must  have  inflicted  injuries  on  the  per^on  or  property  of  a  citizen  of  France.  The 
brief  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  coutaiuN,  in  answer  to  this,  the  following  state- 
ment (page  1):  "Jurisdiction  is  made  up  of  two  essential  qualities,  (1)  jurisdiction 
of  the  person,  and  (2)  jurisdiction  of  the  case ;  or,  as  the  counsel  for  the  French  Re- 
public terms  it  in  th»  paragraph  quoted,  jurisdiction  of  the  claim.  In  all  personal 
actiouN  or  causes  involving  personal  rights,  a  court  cannot  proceed  one  step  unless  it 
has  jurisdiction  of  the  person,  and  then,  having  jurisdiction  of  the  perhon,  if  it  have 
also  jurisdiction  of  the  case  or  claim,  it  may  proceed  to  adjudge  the  rights  of  the 
party." 

I  claim  that  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  as  it  is  sought  to  be  established  by 
the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  would  conflict  with  the  best  precedente.  I  will 
quote  first  from  a  case  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.     I  select 
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thift  caee  because  it  arose  ander  the  treaty  of  May  8, 1871,  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain.     The  court  says: 

**  In  Clark  v.  Clark,  where  the  contest  was  between  the  bankrupt  and  his  assignee, 
tonchiug  a  fund  in  the  Treasury,  deriyed  from  a  foreign  Government,  the  Secretary, 
though  not  a  party,  was  enjoined  from  paying  it  over  until  the  rights  of  the  contest- 
ants were  settled  in  the  suit  then  pending."  But  suppose,  as  has  been  snggesU^d,  that 
the  money  was  in  the  British  exchequer,  at  the  seat  of  the  home  Government,  still  the 
court  below  acquired  Jurisdiction  of  the  parties  and  had  an  important  duty  to  per- 
form." 

And  again,  in  the  same  opinion : 

'*  Where  the  necessary  parties  are  before  a  court  of  equity,  it  is  immaterial  that  the 
ret  of  the  controversy,  whether  it  be  real  or  personal  property,  is  beyond  the  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  of  the  tribunal. ''  (Scmq  Phelps  v.  McDonald,  99  United  States,  pp. 
306,  307,  and  308. ) 

The  converse  proposition  is  just  as  true.  Who  can  deny  that  in  every  proceeding 
ta  rem,  provided  the  subject-matter  of  the  controversy  is  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
eonrt,  it  does  not  matter  whether  the  parties  are  or  are  not  before  the  court.  But  the 
courts  have  gone  further. 

In  1871  there  were  moneys  belonging  to  the  French  Government — personal  property 
—deposited  with  a  certain  banking  house  in  England,  and  there  were  parties  who 
claimed  to  recover  certain  sums  from  the  French  Government.  They  applied  for  an 
injunction  to  Vice-Chancellor  Malin,  then  holding  the  equity  court  o/ England,  to  re- 
strain the  said  bankers  from  payinjg^  to  the  French  Government  the  moneys  deposited 
with  them,  which  moneys  were  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court.  Here  no  per- 
sonal service  could  be  obtained,  since  no  subpoena  could  be  served  on  the  ambassador 
of  France  at  London;  nevertheless  the  court  held  that  it  had  jurisdiction  over  the 
fund  without  personal  process  had  on  the  defendant,  and  a  temporary  injunction  was 
granted. 

So  the  two  propositions  submitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  are  not  sup- 
ported by  the  just-above-stated  decisions — one  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
Stales,  the  other  b^'  the  vice-chancellor  of  England.  This  view  of  the  case  I,  there- 
fore, earnestly  submit  to  the  Couimisbion:  First,  the  jurisdiction  uver  the  subject- 
matter  may  exist  independently  of  the  jurisdiction  over  the  person,  and  a  claim  to  a 
chose  in  action  may  be  decided  here,  even  it  the  party  was  not  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  this  Commission. 

Let  us  look  at  another  side  of  this  same  subject — that  of  a  Frenchman  deceased  since 
the  rime  of  the  injury  suffered.  Rule  1  of  this  Commission  says:  '*lf  a  claimant  be 
dead,  his  executor  or  administrator  or  the  legal  representatives  of  the  estate  must  ap- 
pear, unless  it  be  shown,''  <&c.  So  the  Commission,  under  its  own  rules,  recognizes 
that  a  claim  of  a  deceased  Frenchman  is  before  the  Commission.  Thus  an  American- 
bom  citizen,  appointed  administrator  by  a  court,  is  recognizeil  under  your  rules. 

At  the  same  time  I  may  refer  this  Commission  to  the  precedents  created  by  the  Brit- 
ish Claims  Commission  under  quite  identical  articles.  I  find  that  administrators  pre- 
senting themselves  with  letters  of  adudnistration  granted  by  a  couuty  judge  were 
recognized,  and  as  such  they  represented  the  estate — no  matter  who  might  have  been 
the  parties  interested  in  the  estate,  either  as  creditors,  as  heirs,  legatees,  &c.  And 
here  I  wish  to  refer,  also,  to  the  words  used  by  the  Alabama  Court  of  Claims,  where  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Davis  was,  I  believe,  secretary.  It  was  held  by  that  Commission  'Hhat, 
owing  to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  thene  claims,  the^*  should  not  be  allowed  to 
perish  through  a  strict  adherence  to  the  technical  rules  of  courts  of  law.''  And  fur- 
ther: **The  court,  by  the  presiding  judge,  stated  its  opinion,  early  in  its  session, 
that  letters  of  administration  or  letters  testamentary  granted  in  any  State  of  the 
United  States  would  give  authority  to  sue  in  this  court.'' 

I  will  take  the  liberty  to  come  back  to  the  proceedings  of  the  British  and  American 
Commission,  and  I  will  do  so  in  borrowing  the  very  words  used  by  Mr.  Carlisle  in  his 
brief  in  opposition  to  the  demurrer  interposed  by  the  United  States: 

"  Where  a  British  subject  has  died,  and  his  property  has  not  been  administered,  no 
one  could  make  the  claim  but  au  administrator  representing  the  British  right  of  the 
deceasiMl  owner,  and  claiming  in  his  stead.  That  this  Commission  should  refuse  to 
make  him  an  award,  because  it  does  not  affirmatively  appear  that  living  British  sub- 
jects are  interested  in  procuring  such  award,  would  be  manifestly  unjust  and  unrea- 
aooable."     (See  Howard's  Report,  pp.  3•^9-3:W.) 

After  the  case  was  fully  argued  the  Couimissi(m  decided  to  overrule  those  demur- 
rers, 'Hhe  majority  of  the  commissioners  being  of  opinion  that  where  the  claim  is  pros- 
ecuted by  an  administrator,  in  respect  of  injury  to  property  of  an  intCvState  who  was 

exclusively  a  British  subject,  and  the  beneficiaries  are  British  subjects  as  well  as 

American  citizens,  the  claim  may  be  prosecuted  for  their  benefit."    (See  same  volume 

••cited  above*  page  Iri.) 
In  the  case  at  bar,  if  this  claimant,  after  suffering  damages,  had  assigned  his  clalnk 

te  ft  Frenchujaii,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  assignee,  under  your  iiiVeB,  'wowV^^iv^^  ^ 
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atnnding  here,  and  that  he  raigh^'  claim  damages.  Again,  if  this  claimant  had  died 
bt^fore  he  became  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  an  administrator  conid  have  come 
Ibere  and  prosecuted  the  claim.  And  again,  in  case  claimant  had  died  a  bankrupt 
before  he  changed  bis  nationality,  there  is  no  doubt,  under  the  jr**:spnidence  estab- 
llHhed  by  the  British  Claims  Commission,  that  his  assignee  in  bankruptcy  or  the  re- 
■ceiver  appointed  by  a  court  of  equity  would  have  a  standing  before  you.  This  is  all 
I  wish  to  present  now  to  the  Commission  on  the  question  ot  the  representation  of  a 
deceased  person,  his  interest  or  estate 

I  come  now  to  another  branch  of  the  case.  The  counsel  for  the  Uuited  State's  has 
said  iu  his  brief  (p.  ti)  that  there  was  no  case  of  a  Rimilar  character  before  the  British 
and  American  Ulaims  Commission  (or  that  no  claim  answering  the  description  of  that 
of  Perch^  was  acted  upon  by  the  Commission),  and  in  support  of  his  views  he  quotes 
certain  circular  letters  written  by  the  British  agent,  Mr.  Henry  Howard,  in  regard  to 
the  conditions  to  be  complied  with  before  claims  were  presented.  This  covers  pages 
6, 7,  and  8  of  the  last  brief  on  behalf  of  the  United  States.  I  beg  to  be  excused  from 
rending  said  letters,  since  the  papers  are  before  the  Commission.  The  reason  that 
decided  Mr.  Howard  to  issue  such  iustructions  is  very  plain.  Mr.  Howard  could  not 
do  otherwise  than  to  exclude  British  subjects  naturalized  in  the  United  Stat-es.  Tbe 
British  Government  was  bound  by  treaty  stipnlations.  Tbe  treaty  stipulation  I  am 
referring  to  bears  the  date  ot  May  5,  1871.  It  is  found  in  the  naturalization  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  England. 

Indeed,  just  prior  to  the  organization  of  the  Commission  organized  under  the  treaty 
of  Washington,  a  treaty  of  naturalization  had  been  signed  by  the  two  countries,  in 
which  the  conditions  of  naturalization  were  clearly  defined.  This  accounts  for  Mr. 
Howard's  instructions.  The  same  would  have  been  true  in  the  case  of  a  Commission 
with  Germany,  the  same  with  Austria,  the  same  with  Italy,  with  Belgium,  and  some 
other  countries  that  I  might  name.  But  France  has  no  treaty  of  naturalization  with 
the  United  States.  It  never  hn%  had  any,  and  to  understand  and  decide  who  is  a 
Prench  citizen  and  bow  French  citizeuHhip  is  lost,  one  has  to  fall  back  upon  the  mu- 
nicipal laws  of  France. 

I  will  state  ilrst  this  proposition:  That  except  under  what  is  called  *'the  general 
principl^sof  1789,"  there  is  no  positive  enactment  anywhere  permitting  a  French  citizen 
to  leave  his  country  and  to  be  naturalized  abroad.  The  second  proposition  is  this :  That 
In  case  a  Frenchman  leaves  his  couutr3'  and  goes  abroad,  and  t>ecomes  naturalized  in 
•a  foreign  country,  his  right  to  do  so  may  have  been  implicitly  recognized  by  the  laws 
of  France,  but  it  is  written  in  no  legislative  act  of  an  affirmative  cnaracter. 

In  the  act  of  27th  of  July,  1868,  the  United  States  declared  positively  that  an  Am- 
on  can  citizen  had  the  right  to  go  abroad  and  change  his  nationality.  But  there  is 
no  such  a  Icj^islation  iu  France.  There  are  only  the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Code, 
-whose  negative  character  you  will  notice.    Article  17  says: 

**  French  citizenship  shall  be  lost— first,  by  naturalization  in  a  foreign  country : 
eecond,  by  acceptance  without  authorization  of  the  King  of  a  public  office  conferred 
by  a  foreign  Government ;  third,  and  lastly,  by  a  commercial  establishment  in  a  for- 
eign country  without  intent  to  return." 

Such  is  the  article,  and  now  I  come  back  to  its  first  provision.  A  Frenchman  goes 
abroad.  There  he  becomes  naturalized,  but  it  is  not  ipso  facto  that  he  loses  his  citi- 
zenship in  regard  to  the  country  of  his  ori^n.  I  think  that  the  United  States  counsel 
will  not  be  able  to  find  anywhere  any  provision  in  the  laws  of  France  declaring  that 
when  a  lYenchman  has  been  naturalized  abroad,  the  very  fact  that  he  was  so  natural- 
ized is  conclusive  upon  his  country  of  orgin.  The  Civil  Code  says  merely  that  such 
s  Frenchman  has  lost  his  nationality;  but  by  whom  is  this  loss  to  be  ascertained f 
The  Code  says  nothing  about  it. 

Whenever  questions  of  that  kind  have  arisen  during  the  last  fiftoen  years,  and  I 
may  perhaps  speaK  of  them  with  some  degree  of  positiveness,  so  far  as  the  French 
Bepublic  and  the  United  States  are  concerned,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
has  applied  to  the  Government  of  France  to  decide  whether  Mr.  So-and-so  who  held 
a  certificate  of  naturalization  in  the  United  States  had  ipso  facto  ceased  to  be  a  French 
oitizen,  and  the  Emperor  himself,  in  all  his  power,  always  declined  to  accede  to  that 
demand.  Wbyf  Because  there  is  only  one  authority  in  France  which  ban  Jurisdic- 
tion over  the  matter ;  that  is  the  French  courts.  Take,  by  way  of  illustration,  the 
oase  of  a  Frenchman  who  came  to  this  country  and  was  naturalized  here,  and  who 
returns  to  France.  Before  that  man  was  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  he  was 
not  protected  by  the  statute  of  limitations,  so  far  as  military  duty  at  home  was  con- 
oerued.  Suppose  that  that  man  returned  to  France  after  he  changed  his  nationality, 
«nd  that  he  was  arrested — cases  after  cases  of  that  description  are  before  me  here — 
and  whenever  the  United  States  minister  to  France  has  called  the  attention  of  the 
Imperial  or  Republican  Government  to  those  questions,  what  has  lieen  the  answert 
There  has  always  been  but  one,  viz :  We  are  going  to  test  the  case  before  the  coarts. 
8o  the  Frenchman  who  claims  to  have  been  naturalized  in  the  United  States  is  im- 
i>risoned  by  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  for  instance,  and  thereupon  the  case 
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is  referred  to  the  courts.  The  coarts,  on  presentation  to  them  of  the  certificate  of 
iifttnralisatlon  abroad,  decide  that  the  citizen  of  French  origin  has  lost  his  citizen- 
ship for  the  reason  that  he  was  naturalized  abroad,  and  it  is  only  when  that  point  is 
deeided-by  a  competent  court  that  the  Oovemment  of  France  recognizes  the  newly- 
aeqnired  nationality  of  its  native-born  citizen. 

I  wish  tn  read  a  few  lines  from  General  Dix's  correspondence  on  that  point.  I  read 
from  Unitt-d  States  Diplomatic  Correspondence  of  18H8,  part  1,  pages  444,  445: 

'*It  is  proper  to  add,  that  in  all  cases  when  a  Frenchman  has  been  conscripted,  and 
stands  on  record  as  having  failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  military  service, 
a  judicial  inquiry  takes  place.  His  passport  does  not  exempt  him  fVom  arrest  and 
detention  ;  but  the  Oovernment  always  allowA  him  to  go  at  large  on  engaging  to  ap- 
pear at  the  time  and  place  appointed  for  the  examination.  The  first  examination  is 
by  a  civil  tribunal.  If  he  is  found  to  be  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  he  is  exempted 
from  military  service.  He  is  then  brought  before  a  council  of  war,  which  decides 
whether  he  has  been  delinquent,  and,  if  so,  whether  his  delinquency  is  removed  by 
prescription.'' 

In  the  same  volume  there  is  a  case  of  that  kind  stated  on  page  463 : 

"  On  being  advised  officially  of  these  facts  by  the  Marquis  de  Moustier,  I  sent  him 
a  copy  certified  under  the  seal  of  the  legation,  of  Brailly's  certificate  of  naturaliza- 
tion, and  be  was  promptly  released.  The  Imperial  Government  only  asked  that  he 
should  satisfy  the  established  form  of  proceeding  by  going  before  a  civil  tribunal 
with  his  certificate  and  passport,  and  show  that  he  had  been  naturalized  as  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States.'' 

So  the  case  of  Brailly  comes  just  in  support  of  the  general  statement  made  by 
Oeneral  Diz. 

I  have  before  nie  all  the  papers  relating  to  naturalization,  expatriation,  &,c.,  pre- 
pared at  the  request  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I  am  able  to  say  that  my 
statement  is  supported  by  the  opinion  of  an  advocate  of  the  conrt  of  appeals  of 
Paris,  who  is  the  counsel  of  the  British  embassy  there ;  that  opinion  is  printed  in  this 
book.  Mr.  Treitt  refers  to  other  cases  besides  that  of  Brailly,  and  finally  he  lays 
down  the  general  doctrine  in  the  following  way : 

'*  If  the  person  seeking  to  avoid  the  performance  of  military  duty  pleads  naturali- 
zation in  a  foreign  country,  the  court-martial  defem  the  enforcement  of  the  penalty 
and  granta  the  accused  a  delay,  that  he  may  be  enabled  to  prove  his  foreign  oitizen- 
•hip  in  the  courts. 

'*  If  he  obtains  a  judgment  declaring  that  he  has  lost  his  French  citizenship,  the 
court-martial  acquits  him,  but  only  when  his  naturalization  took  place  three  years 
before.  If  this  is  not  the  ca^e,  the  jiidg<  s  enftirce  the  penalty  provided  for  the 
offense.  In  fact,  the  avoidance  of  military  service  is  an  offense  which  no  mere  lapse 
of  time  can  cancel ;  it  lasts  until  the  military  service  is  rendered.  Now,  the  juris- 
pnideBoe  of  o<»orts-martial  says  that  the  ofi'ense  no  longer  exista  when  the  offender 
aaa  become  naturalized  in  a  foreign  country  ;  thenceforwaid  the  offender  who  has 
been  naturalized  more  than  three  years  incurs  no  penalty."  (See  U.  S.  Diplomatic 
Correspondence  for  187 J,  p.  1280. ) 

The  principle  which  underlies  thia  whole  subject  is,  that  no  military  power  can  be 
fweventad  from  enforcing  its  claim  to  military  service,  unless  a  civil  court  has  held 
thai  the  Frenchman  naturalized  abroad  is  duly  naturalized  there. 

There  are  certain  civil  rights  which  belong  to  Frenchmen  alone — they  are  few  in 
ber,  but  there  are  som«*.  For  instance  (at  least  it  was  so  for  a  great  many  years), 
that  of  holding  and  owning  shares  of  the  Bank  of  France,  which  was  exclusively  re- 
aerred  to  Frenchmen  by  legislative  enactiiK^nts.  At  san^e  time  Frenchmen  are  ex- 
empt from  furnishing  the  cauti4>  judioatum  $olvi  under  article  16  <if  the  Civil  Code  ; 
and  again,  they  enjoy  stnue  privileges  which  relate  to  contracts  between  Frenchmen 
and  alteiis.  If  I  remember  rightly,  a  case  arose  where  a  Frenchman  was  naturalized 
abroad  and  came  back  to  sue  on  a  contract,  and  thereupon  this  question  came  up  h**- 
foTB  the  court :  Is  he  an  alien  or  a  French  citizen  f  The  court  held,  on  the  very 
threabold  of  the  proceedings,  that  they  bad  to  pass  upon  the  question  of  citizenship. 

And  now  comes  a  decree  about  which  some  words  ought  to  be  said  here.  It  is  the 
decree  of  the  9fith  of  Augnst,  1811,  which  has  never  been  repealed.  Under  that  de- 
«ree  it  is  providf*d  that  **  no  French  citizen  can  be  naturalized  in  a  foreign  country 
without  our  authorization." 

This  article  stands  to*day  in  full  force.  It  is  not  always  applied,  but  sometimes 
His. 

I  eome  now  to  the  last  branch  of  the  case,  about  which  I  wish  to  submit  some  re- 
aiarks  to  this  honorable  Commission.  If  it  conies  to  this — that  the  personal  status  of 
the  French  citiaen  must  l>e  established  at  the  time  of  preneuting  his  claim — I  have  to 
refer  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  to  two  decisions,  both  of  ^reat  weight.  The 
former  is  a  decision  of  the  King's  Bench  in  England  ;  the  latter  is  a  decision  by  the 
Aiaeriean  and  Britiafa  Commission  of  1853.  '.in  the  case  of  WUson  «.  hiari^^VX^  % 
Term  Beports»  31,  the  question  was  as  to  the  legality  of  a  trading  \o^&geX^\^i^^%a:^ 
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Indies,  which  was  the  sohject  of  a  policy  of  insurance  to  one  Collet,  who  conducted 
the  voyage.  That  trade  was  then  forbidden  to  British  subjects,  but  was  open  to 
American  citizens  by  the  treaty  of  1794  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States. 
Collet  was  a  British-born  subject  and  an  adopted  citizen  of  the  United  States^  and  the 
question  was  as  to  whether  or  not  he  was  entitled,  under  the  treaty,  in  his  character 
as  an  American  citizen,  to  a  right  from  which  he  was  excluded  by  a  statute  as  a  Brit- 
ish subject.  Here  is  a  case  where  the  same  man  is  at  the  same  time  a  British  subject 
owing  perpetual  allegiance  to  England  and  an  American  ci  tiz(*n.  The  case  was  argued 
three  times  before  the  court  of  the  King's  Bench,  and  at  last  the  court  held  that  Col- 
let, beinff  within  the  description  of  the  treaty  of  1794  by  virtue  of  his  American  citi- 
zenship, ne  could  not  be  excluded  on  account  of  his  British  nationality.  The  case 
was  carried  to  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  and  there  the  judgfuent  was  aflQrmed. 

The  second  case  is  that  of  Uhde  &  Co.  r.  Great  Britain,  decided  in  the  Commission 
of  1853.  I  will  take  the  liberty  to  read  from  the  opinion  of  the  honorable  umpire  of 
that  Commission : 

*'  However  good  the  claim  of  Messrs.  Ubde  &,  Co.,  as  conquered  Mexicans,  against 
the  Uuited  States,  by  the  interpretation  of  the  law  of  nations  as  given  by  the  decis- 
ions of  the  courts  of  Great  Britain,  may  be,  the  claim  ought  to  be  excluded  from  this 
Commission.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  have,  however,  entertained  the 
claim  in  the  correspondence  between  the  diplomatic  agents  of  the  two  countries,  and 
for  this  reason  we  hold  that  it  should  be  considered  and  settled  without  further  de- 
lay." 

As  the  oa*>-e  is  somewhat  extended,  I  will  state  it  in  a  few  words.  Here  is  a  British 
snbject  who,  under  the  laws  of  war,  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  Mexican,  and,  neverthe- 
less, his  former  character  as  British  subject  is  held  to  be  sufficient  to  secure  for  him 
an  award  by  the  honorable  umpire  of  that  Commission. 

And  now,  in  snmniiug  up,  I  wish  to  say  that  in  regard  to  the  citizenship  of  the 
right  reverend  archbishop  of  New  Orleans,  when  the  case  was  presented  to  the 
agent  of  France,  then  Mr.  Lanen,  he  snbmitteil  the  question  to  me  to  know  whether 
I  thought  that  the  case  should  be  presented.  I  answered  in  the  affirmative,  for  the 
reason  that  so  far  as  the^French  Government  is  concerned,  and  inasmuch  as  French 
courts  have  not  decided  to  the  contrary,  that  gentleman  is  as  yet  a  citizen  of  France. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  is  the  great  question  of  equity.  This  claimant  cannot 
find  anywhere  else  a  remedy ;  and  France,  that  to  a  certain  extent  represents  him  as 
yet,  cannot  do  otherwise  than  to  give  him  the  opportunity  to  present  himself  before 
this  honorable  Commission,  where  he  will  obtain  justice. 

At  the  same  session  the  coHDsel  for  the  Uuited  States  made  the  fol- 
lowiug  argument  in  conclusion : 

As  I  may  not  be  able  to  make  my  remarks  clearly  understood  by  all  the  members  of 
the  Commission,  what  I  may  say  will  be  reported  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commission  in  print. 

First  of  all,  1  am  obliged  to  Mr.  de  Chambrnn  for  the  admission  he  makes  at  the 
close  of  his  argument,  that  the  agent,  Mr.  Lanen,  at  the  very  outset  was  so  much  in 
doubt  as  to  whether  this  case  came  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  under 
the  treaty,  that  the  question  was  the  subject  of  conference  between  the  agent  and 
the  counsel  of  the  French  Government.  Next,  I  trust  that  the  counsel  for  the  Grov- 
emment  of  the  French  Republic  will  not  take  it  amiss  if  I  say,  in  the  beginning,  that 
I  feel  at  liberty  to  omit  any  attempt  to  answer  some  portion  of  his  remarks  and  argu- 
ment, as  I  cannot  bring  myself  to  feel  that  they  are  pertinent  to  the  issue  before  the 
Commission.  I  shall  now  state  the  views  which  are  entertained  by  the  counsel  for 
the  United  States  upon  the  question  of  jurisdiction  as  affecting  nationality,  or,  rather, 
upon  the  question  of  nationality  as  affecting  jurisdiction,  and  relating  not  only  to 
this  case,  but  to  some  other  cases  which  are  to  be  presented  to  the  Commission. 

We  do  not  deny  the  right  of  an  administrator,  though  an  American  citizen,  to  ap> 
pear  before  this  Commission  in  behalf  of  a  claimant,  or  the  estate  of  a  claimant 
deceased,  provided  that  the  beneticiaries  of  the  claim  are  themselves  French  citizens 
and  were  such  when  the  claim  srose.  If  they  are  not  so  nationalized  we  deny  the 
right  of  an  administrator  to  appear,  not  because  he  is  administrator,  but  because  the 
beneficiaries  themselves,  if  other  than  French  citizens,  would  have  no  right  to  stand 
before  this  tribunal.  We  claim  that  an  administrator  can  have  just  those  rights 
which  his  constituency  would  be  entitled  to  enioy  if  the  constituency  itself  could  ap- 
pear. Therefore  we  admit  the  right  of  an  administrator  to  appear,  provided  his  con- 
stituency comes  within  the  scope  of  the  treaty ,  but  not  otherwise.  This  is  a  question^ 
however,  which  is  a  little  broader  than  it  presents  itself  upon  the  demurrer  in  thla 
case,  and  I  may  add  that  a  demurrer  has  already  been  filed  in  another  case,  where  the 

Earty  claiming  alle^^es  that  she  is  now  a  citizen  or  subject  of  the  German  Empire, 
aving  been  in  the  city  of  Strasburg  when  the  cession  of  Alsace  took  place,  and  dia 
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not  arail  herself  of  the  privilege  of  the  treaty,  hy  which  she  might  have  retained  her 
citizenHhip  in  Franc**. 

In  fine,  we  deny  the  right  of  a  claimant  to  appear  personally  before  this  Commis- 
sion or  by  a  repreeent^tive,  unless  the  claimant  was  a  French  citizen  when  the  loss 
was  incurred,  nor  anless  his  citizenship  in  France  has  remained  undisturbed  until  the 
moment  of  the  presentation  of  the  claim  before  the  Commission. 

The  question  of  citizenship  has  been  a  disturbing  one  in  this  country  from  the  be- 
ginning, and  this  honorable  Commission  will  understand,  upon  the  suggestion,  that 
the  views  entertained  in  the  United  States  have  not  conformed  to  European  ideas 
eoDceming  citizenship,  and  also  that  the  difference  is  due  largely  to  circumstances 
which  I  will  state.  In  Great  Britain  especially,  where  the  feudal  system  existed  for 
a  long  time,  the  relation  of  the  subject  was  personal  to  the  king.  To  some  extent,  I 
suppose,  that  same  relation  has  subsisted  in  all  the  European  states.  In  this  country 
the  citizen  is  paramount.  He  is  the  first  personage  of  the  State,  and  from  him,  con- 
sidered tndividnally  and  in  the  aggregate,  all  power  is  derived.  The  authority  that 
is  exercised  by  the  magistrate,  by  the  military  or  by  the  civil  officer,  is  that  authority 
which  the  citizens  have  conferred  through  constitutional  processes.  In  Great  Britain 
it  was  the  theory  that  power  originally  resided  in  the  sovereign;  that  grants  were 
made  by  the  sovereij^  to  the  subject,  and  that  in  return  the  subject  owed  loyalty, 
obedience,  and  Hervice  to  the  source  of  power.  Of  course,  these  opposing  ideas,  op- 
erating on  one  side  of  the  Atlantic  in  one  way  and  on  the  other  side  in  another  way, 
have  been  the  source  of  difi'erences  all  the  while,  but  in  these  hundred  years  there 
has  been  great  reconciliation  and  a  manifest  tendency  to  entire  unity  of  ideos  and 
policy. 

Passing  from  this  topic  for  a  moment,  it  seems  proper  for  me  to  say  that  the  authority 
of  this  Commission,  I  respectfully  submit,  is  not  derived  from  tradition ;  it  is  not  derived 
from  the  habita  or  usages  of  countries,  either  the  United  States,  France,  or  Great  Britain ; 
not  dependent  upon  opinion  auy  where,  but  it  is  derived  exactly  and  specifically  from  the 
treaty,  and  from  nothing  else.  If  there  have  been  decisions  under  other  treaties,  or  if 
there  have  been  decisionsin  the  courts  which  seem  to  militate  against  the  doctrine  which 
the  United  Statee  attempts  to  set  up  here  and  undertakes  to  maintain,  those  decisions 
and  those  views  are  of  no  consequence  whatever  unless  there  bo  some  ambiguity  of  lan- 
guage in  this  treaty,  some  phrane  which  is  a  phrase  of  municipal  or  of  international  law, 
and  which  reqtiiresiuterpretation.  In  such  a  case  wenecessarily  go  to  the  municipal  law 
or  to  the  international  law  to  find  the  meaning,  but  unless  some  of  these  things  exist 
or  occur  there  is  nothing,  I  respectfully  submit,  for  this  Commission  to  do  except  to 
look  at  the  treaty.  If  it  be  clear ;  if  it  be  unambiguous ;  if  it  be  not  open  to  doubt  as 
to  what  the  intention  of  the  parties  was,  as  that  intention  has  been  set  forth  in  the 
language  of  the  treaty,  then  there  is  nothing  for  the  Commission  to  do  except  to  ob- 
serve the  treaty.  Nor  is  it  of  the  least  consequence  that  there  is  no  other  tribunal 
that  can  do  justice  to  these  claimants,  if  justice  has  not  been  already  awarded  to  them. 
This  is  not  a  tribunal  t-o  administer  justice  generally.  It  is  a  tribunal  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty.  Of  course  there  are  many  wrongs  that  cannot  be  rem- 
edied by  this  tribtinal.  Of  course  there  are  many  persons  who  think  that  they  are 
restrained  of  their  rights  in  some  way  or  shape,  but  they  cannot  come  here  unless 
they  are  authorized  by  the  treaty  to  come  here  ;  and  it  is  not  of  the  least  consequence — 
it  has  been  drawn  into  the  discussion  in  the  briefs — but  it  is  not  of  the  least  conse- 

?{uence  whether  there  is  any  court  in  the  United  States  that  can  givePerch^  his  claim. 
t  is  not  of  the  least  consequence  whether  Congress  has  constitutional  power  to  reim- 
burse him,  or  whether  it  has  the  disposition  to  reimburse  him.  If  it  happen  that, 
by  virtue  of  his  position  as  an  American  citizen,  he  cannot  obtain  that  indemnity 
which,  if  he  had  preserved  his  citizenship  in  France,  he  mieht  have  had,  that  is 
bis  own  afi'air.  My  friend,  de  Chambrun,  says  that  Archbishop  Perch^  could  not 
hold  real  estate  under  his  office  as  archbishop  without  becoming  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States.  That  is  not  a  consideration  for  this  Commission.  The  archbishop 
decided  that  question.  It  was  presented  to  him  whether  he  would  accept  citizen- 
ship in  the  United  States,  with  capacity  to  hold  real  estate,  or  whether  he  would 
preserve  his  citizenship  in  France  and  deny  himself  the  capacity  to  hold  real  estate. 
If  he  took  citizenship  in  the  United  States  he  took  it  with  all  its  advantages  and 
with  all  its  disadvantages.  If  he  chose  to  surrender  citizenship  in  France,  he  sur- 
endered  the  advantages  and  he  avoided  the  disadvantages.  He  made  his  choice,  and 
he  stands*  before  this  Commission  to  day  either  as  a  French  citizen  or  as  an  American 
citizen,  and  it  is  for  this  tribunal  to  say  which  he  is. 

I  ought  to  say  in  passing — although  the  remark  is  not  exactly  pertinent  to  the  case 
of  Perch^ — that  it  so  happened  in  our  first  brief  (on  page  2)  that  a  remark  was  made 
which  han  been  commented  upon  in  the  reply  of  the  French  counsel,  and  not  treated 
in  our  rejoinder,  and  therefore  I  speak  of  it.  The  sentence  is  this — after  quoting  from 
Article  II  of  the  treaty  in  which  it  is  provided  that  the  Commission  '*  shall  be  com- 
petent and  obliged  to  examine  and  decide  upon  all  claims  of  the  aforesaid  ch«x«yc>tA;t 
presented  to  them  by  the  citizens  of  either  country,  except  such,"  &c.,  -7?^  ^jL'j^^^TYife 
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treaty  tbns  speaks  in  the  present  tense,  and  barb  any  and  every  claim,  unless  the  per- 
son preseuting  it  is  at  the  time  of  its  presentation  a  citizen  of  the  coantry  through 
whose  agency  the  claim  is  to  be  enforced." 

We  should  have  said  unleat  the  person  in  whoee  behalf  tks  claim  i§  preeented  woe  at  th0^ 
Hme  of  iU  prt^seHtation,  &.c. 

Now,  Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  we  are  brought  to  the  eou* 
sideration  of  tbis  qnestion  :  Does  the  French  Government,  speaking  through  ito  coon- 
Bel  here,  deny  or  admit  the  right  of  a  French  citizen  to  change  bis  nationality  f 

Mr.  De  Chambkun.  Under  certain  conditions  to  be  complied  with,  the  French  Gov- 
emnieut  has  never  denied  tlie  right  to  change  nationality,  and  this  results  from  what 
we  cal)  the  principles  of  1789. 

Mr.  BoUTWELL.  Following  what  has  been  said  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Got- 
ernmeut,and  availing  mynelf  of  such  information  as  I  am  able  ro  command,  I  veutura 
to  state  the  position  of  the  French  Government  in  regard  to  citizenship,  and  the  right 
of  a  French  citizen  to  make  a  selection  of  nationality.  Tbere  are  some  thin^  which 
we  do  not  put  in  statutes.  They  are  those  things  about  which  there  is  no  di£ferenco 
of  opinion,  and  the  statute  of  18«)d,  pasHcd  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  in 
which  it  is  declared  that  expatriation  is  a  universal  right  common  to  all  men,  waa 
only  extorted  from  Congress  by  tbe  objections  and  ditttculties  that  arose  in  our  com- 
munications with  other  countries  touching  tbis  matter  of  citizenship.  Fur  ourselves^ 
we  existed  for  a  hundred  years  without  ever  having  said  that  an  American  citizen 
might  change  his  nationality,  because  it  was  an  admitted  right  about  which  we  had 
no  doubts.  We  always  admitted  the  right.  We  only  declared  our  long-settled  opin- 
ion when  Questions  of  difficulty  arose  in  our  relations  with  other  Governmenta. 

Mr.  De  Chambrun.  The  courts  denied  it  up  to  1868. 

Mr.  BouTWKLL.  Not  our  courts. 

Mr.  De  Chambrun.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  held  to  the  dootrino 
of  perpetual  allegiance  up  to  186-'S. 

Mr.  BouTWELL.  Not  unless  the  denationalized  ci  izen  was  domiciled  in  or  returned 
to  this  country. 

I  can  well  understand  that  the  Government  of  France,  from  the  revolution  of  1789, 
which  broke  down  what  bad  prev^ionsly  existed  of  th^  feudal  system,  so  recognized 
the  right  of  tbe  citizen  to  choose  his  nationality,  that  a  legislative  declaration  waa 
supei  fluouH.  The  17th  article  of  the  French  Code  I'ecognizes  the  right  and  most  clearly. 
It  proceeds  upon  the  idea  that  a  French  citizen  may  denationalize  himself,  and  it  de- 
clares that  he  loses  biacitizenship  in  France  when  he  is  naturalized  in  another  conntry^ 
as  he  may  alho  lose  his  French  citizenship  when  he  does  certain  other  things.  Unques- 
tionably in  every  country  there  exists  the  right  to  demand  of  a  born  subject,  who  may 
have  become  a  subject  or  citizen  of  another  country  without  having  fulfilled  (hose  ob- 
ligations to  the  country  of  his  origin  which  the  laws  exact  of  him,  the  performance  of 
those  obligations  which  he  had  ntiled  to  meet  before  his  expatriation  whenever  bo 
retutUM  to  and  puts  himself  under  the  jurisdiciion  of  his  native  country.  Out  of  thia 
claim  of  right,  sometimes  too  broadly  asserted,  questions  of  difficulty  have  arisen  be- 
tween the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  certain  of  the  European  Governmentfl. 
I  say  with  gi*eat  respect  that  in  our  negotiations  with  France  there  has  been  no  ques- 
tion as  to  the  right  of  a  French  citizen  to  become  an  American  citizen.  Tbe  question 
of  difficulty  grew  out  of  a  practice  prevalent  in  Great  Britain,  Germany,  and  perhaps 
in  other  continental  states.  A  citizen  would  leave  Great  Britain,  Germany,  or  France 
at  a  period  of  life  when  he  was  subject  to  militar.v  duty,  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  under  our  laws,  and  then  return  to  his  native  land,  live  among  his  old  aaso- 
ciates,  and  escape  the  obligations  that  rested  upon  the  persons  with  whom  he  had 
been  identified.  This  course  appeared  to  be  a  great  injustice  to  his  neighbors  and 
associates,  and  the  Government  looked  upon  it  as  an  etfort  upon  his  part  to  shirk  hia 
proper  responsibility  in  domestic  affairs.  Our  difficulty  was  to  devise  means  for  the 
protection  of  this  class  of  American  citizens  against  demands  which  seemed  harsh  or 
unjust. 

We  saw  the  injustice  of  maintaining  the  proposition  that  a  foreigner  who  had  been 
naturalized  in  this  country  might  return  home,  live  permanently  among  his  old  asso- 
ciates, and  plead  his  American  citizenship  as  exemption  from  military  servioeS)  or  the 
performance  of  oth*  r  duties  theretofttre  imposed  upon  him. 

And  I  have  to  say,  further,  that  all  that  Mr.  De  Chambrun  has  quoted  of  codes  and 
decrees  touching  citizenship  in  Frauce,  with  reference  to  persons  naturalized  in  other 
countries,  tends  to  support  the  positions  £  now  maintain.  Penalties  are  therein  im- 
poHtid  for  not  performing  military  service.  There  is  not  one  word,  however,  as  fai^aa 
I  have  observed,  that  has  been  rea<l  by  him  which  goes  to  show  that  the  French  Gov- 
ernment does  not  recognize  the  right  of  a  French-bom  citizeu  or  subject  to  become  i^ 
citizen  of  another  country,  provided  always  that  he  stays  in  that  country,  or,  if  he 
returns,  that  the  obligations  resting  upon  him  when  he  left  the  country  are  fiiirly  met» 

Mr.  De  Chambrun.  Now  suppose  a  Frenchman  naturalized  in  this  country,  and^ 
owns  shares  of  the  Bank  of  France,  which,  unless  it  has  been  very  recently  changed^ 
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» 

ean  be  held  oqIj  by  Frenohmea — soppoee  he  has  naturalized  here,  what  does  become 
of  the  ownership  of  those  shares  f  Is  it  in  the  penalty  that  they  must  be  turned  over 
to  somebody  else— that  he  cannot  hold  themf  It  is  a  penalty  f  It  is  merely  a  pro- 
vision  «»f  the  civil  law  affecting  rights  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  BouTWELL.  I  should  call  it  a  penalty,  certainly.  A  privilege  is  the  enjoyment 
by  somebody  of  that  from  whichsomebody  else  is  excluded.  Now,  then,  that  is  neces^ 
asrily  a  privilege  that  is  secured  to  French  citizens  who  are  permitted  to  own  shares  in 
the  BauK  of  France  to  the  exclusion  of  others.  When  you  take  from  a  person  a  priv- 
ilege the  taking  of  the  privilege  is  a  penalty.  Therefore  when  you  take  from  a  French 
citizen  naturaUzed  in  the  United  States,  and  on  account  of  his  being  so  uaturalized, 
the  privilege  of  holding  shares  in  the  Bank  of  France,  you  impose  a  penalty  upon 
him. 

Ur.  Db  Chambrun.  In  that  case  it  does  not  relate  to  military  duties  or  t-o  duties  to 
the  Government.  It  is  a  matter  between  individuals.  The  naturalization  works  aa 
between  individuals. 

Ur.  BoCTWKLL.  It  is  not  necessary  for  us  to  consider  what  the  effects  of  citizenship 
in  snorher  country  are  upon  a  born  French  citizen.  The  only  point  which  concerua 
OS  is,  for  the  moment — ^and  I  do  not  think  that  even  that  question  is  of  supreme  im- 
portance— ^toknow  whether  under  the  French  system  the  right  of  a  French-born  citi> 
len  to  be  a  citizen  of  another  coi^ntry  is  recognized;  and  I  submit  with  great  con&- 
deace  and  with  entire  respect,  both  to  this  Commission  and  to  the  counsel  tor  the  Gov- 
emment  of  the  French  Republic,  that  not  only  the  17th  article  of  the  Code,  but  all 
the  history,  both  diplomatic  and  legal,  goes  to  show  that  the  French  Government  haa 
recognized  this  right.  That  the  Government  has  imposed  penalties  upon  citizena 
who  have  denationalized  themselves  and  neglected  or  avoided  the  pei-forniance  of 
certain  obligations  resting  upon  them  is  all  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the  right 
of  a  French-born  citizen  to  become  a  citizen  of  another  country  is  fully  recognized. 

The  decree  of  the  26th  of  August,  1811,  is  of  the  same  character.  I  am  not  going  to 
trouble  the  Commission  with  reading  any  portion  of  it ;  but  two  things  will  appear 
from  an  examination  of  that  decree: 

Firsts  that  it  was  i*eally  a  military  order.  It  was  issued  in  ti  me  of  war.  It  was  in  an 
exigency.  It  was  a  military  order,  substantially  like  our  military  orders  which  we 
innetl  during  the  war.  They  passed  away  when  the  occasion  for  their  enforcement 
had  disappeared. 

Bur,  secondly,  and  of  more  importance,  this  decree  recognizes,  from  beginning  to 
end,  the  right  of  French  citizens  to  make  themselves  citizens  of  another  country. 

I  come  now  to  the  consideration  of  the  question  of  naturalization,  for  the  purpose  of 
uking  the  Commission  to  r^ach  a  conclusion  as  to  what  must  have  been  in  the  mindL 
of  the  French  Government  when  the  treaty  of  January  15,  1880,  was  made.  At  that 
time  the  United  States  bad  treaties  with  Austria,  with  Baden,  with  Bavaria,  with  Bel- 
giam,  with  Denmark ,  with  Ecuador,  with  Great  Britain,  with  the  Grand  Dnchy  of  Hesse^ 
with  Mexico,  with  the  North  German  Union  (made  with  Prussia  in  1868),  with  Sweden 
sod  Norway,  with  Wnrtemberg,  and  in  all  those  treaties  the  riuht  of  citizens  or  sub- 
jeets  of  the  respective  Governments  to  become  citizens  of  the  United  States  under  our 
naturalizatiou  laws  was  fnlly  set  forth  and  declared;  and  the  converse,  that  citizena  , 
of  the  United  States  might  become  citizens  or  subjects  of  these  several  countries,  waa 
ftlso  (»et  forth  and  declared. 

I  assert,  as  well-established  facts  and  of  general  knowledge,  that  in  1880  citizens  or 
Kiilijects  of  the  nations  of  Europe  might  become  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  that 
citizens  of  the  Uoit-ed  States  might  become  citizens  or  subjects  of  the  respective  Gov- 
emments  of  Europe,  and  that  these  legal  and  practical  proponitions  were  substantially 
incorporated  into  the  international  law  of  the  continent  of  Europe  and  of  the  United 
States. 

What,  I  ask,  is  international  law  f  It  arises  from  the  practice,  from  the  agreement  in 
treaties,  from  the  general  understanding,  from  the  aggregate  of  conduct  and  judgment 
of  nations  and  of  persons  having  charge  of  public  affairs.  In  1880,  when  this  treaty 
was  made,  we  may  fairly  say  that  this  was  the  international  law  of  the  two  conti- 
fieuts.  To  be  sure,  France  bad  not  become  a  treaty  party  to  it,  but  the  municipal 
history  of  Frauce,  the  public  history  of  France,  the  international  dealings  of  France 
with  other  conntries,  its  code  and  its  decrees,  all  tend  to  show  that  France  recognized 
the  same  law.  Therefore  she  was  bound  also  to  recognize  and  maintain  the  doctrine 
of  expatriation  pzecisely  as  she  would  have  been  had  she  assented  to  it  by  a  solemn 
treaty. 

Bat  I  say  more  than  this.  If  the  argument  of  the  counsel  for  the  French  Govern- 
tteut  pcovea  anything,  it  proves  too  much.  If  it  proves  anything  in  reference  to  the 
proposition,  it  is  that  the  Government  that  he  represents,  and  I  certainly  do  not  inti- 
Biftte  anything  of  the  kind,  but  if  he  proves  anything  be  proves  that  the  Government 
tl  at  he  rapieseuia  acted  in  bad  faith  in  forming  this  treaty.  Citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  citizens  of  France  are  described  in  the  language  of  the  treaty,  and  who  wer» 
oteaotT    France  mnst  have  known  from  her  intimate  acqaaintance  wilYi  t\kA  ^tvii^\* 
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pies  and  the  practice  of  this  OoTemment  from  the  very  beginning  that  we  recognize 
equally  and  alike  ae  citizens  of  this  Republic  those  who  were  born  on  our  soil  and  those 
who,  born  in  other  lauds,  have  been  naturalized  and  made  citizens  of  the  United 
St-ates  under  our  Uwh.  With  us,  as  France  well  knew,  there  was  no  distinction. 
France  could  not  have  understood  otherwise  than  that  we  understood  the  words, 
'^citizens  of  the  United  States/'  as  including  equally  and  alike  those  bom  upon  our 
own  soil  and  those  naturalized  under  our  laws.  Therefore  I  say,  with  deference  to  this 
Commission  and  with  entire  integrity  of  opinion  concerning  t lie  purpose  of  France, 
that  the  Government  which  my  friend  now  represents  here  had  no  other  idea  when 
the  treaty  was  made  than  that  citizens  of  France,  whether  bom  in  France  or  natural- 
ized under  her  laws,  wt  re  parties  upon  one  side,  and  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
whether  bom  upon  our  soil  or  uatnralized  under  oar  laws,  were  parties  on  the  other 
side. 

Governments,  aggregations  of  men,  and  represented  by  men,  are  only  human  things, 
and  they  are  controlled  by  the  considerations  which  operate  upon  us  as  individuals. 

This  treaty,  then,  like  every  other  arrangement  between  Governments,  was  made 
as  a  matter  of  interest,  but  upon  a  principle.  The  intei*est  was  to  protect  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States  those  persons  who  owe  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  of  whom 
service  might  be  required,  and  from  whom  contributions  might  be  expected.  On  the 
part  of  France  the  interest  was  to  protect  and  guard  and  help  those  who,  as  French 
citizens  and  owing  allegiance  to  that  country,  could  be  depended  upon  for  support, 
for  aid,  for  contri  hut  ions,  for  all  the  different  services  which  the  Government  might 
require.  In  18^0  France  had  no  interest  whatever  in  undertaking  to  protect  a  person 
who,  thongh  bom  in  France,  had  ten  years  before  absolved  himself  from  all  allegiance 
to  that  Government,  had  taken  upon  himself  obligations  to  another  Government,  and 
as  to  allegiance,  to  services,  to  contributioos,  to  help,  had  placed  himself  at  the  dis- 
posal of  another  country.  Therefore,  with  confidence  I  maintain  that  in  1880  France 
nad  no  interest  whatever  in  undertaking  to  protect  persons  who,  though  bom  in 
France,  had  absolved  themselves  from  their  allegiance  to  France  and  had  assumed 
allegiance  and  obligations  and  duties  to  another  Government. 

And,  last  of  all,  unless  this  question  of  citizenship  is  to  be  forever  in  doubt,  in 
nubibuB^  it  is  in  the  interest  of  us  all,  representing  nations  here,  that  each  Government 
should  look  to,  provide  for,  protect,  aud  defend  its  own  citizens,  and  leave  the  citizens 
of  other  countries  to  be  provided  for,  protected,  and  defended  by  the  Governments  to 
which  they  owe  allegiance.  And  I  go  so  far  as  to  say — I  have  said  in  the  brief,  and 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  assert  it  and  to  stand  by  it — that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  had  no  power  on  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  upon  its  own  motion  and  by  its  own 
capacity,  to  act  for  or  in  behalf  of  any  citizen  of  France.'  It  could  only  indemnify 
citizens  of  France  through  the  agency  of  the  Government  of  France.  I  say,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  on  that  day  the  Government  of  France  had  no  capacity  legally,  had 
no  jurisdiction,  no  authority,  to  act  in  behalf  of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  Citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  must  look  to  their  own  Government.  Citizens  of  France  must 
look  to  their  Government.  On  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  Archbishop  Peroh^,  of  New 
Orleans,  had  been  for  ten  years  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  There  is  no  evidence 
that  he  ever  returned  to  France,  or  that  he  had  ever  given  any  intimation  of  a  pur- 
pose to  return.  ludeed,  in  his  memorial,  in  the  first  paragraph,  he  declares  that  in 
1870  he  was  naturalized,  and  that  since  that  time  he  has  been  an  American  citizen. 
Those  are  his  very  words,  and  the  proposition  now  is  to  declare  that  he  is  not  an 
American  citizen,  but  is  a  French  citizen. 

Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission.  I  might  very  well  have  left  all  this  to 
you,  without  an  observation  on  my  part.  I  fear  that  I  may  not  have  aided  you  at  all  in 
your  deliberations,  but  for  myself  I  have  not  a  doubt  that  the  treaty,  which  is  the  law 
under  which  we  are  acting,  construed  according  to  the  natural  and  reasonable  and 
proper  use  of  language,  speaks  in  the  present  tense.  It  is  not  retroactive,  and  those 
persons  only  who,  when  they  present  their  claims  before  this  tribunal,  are  citizens  of 
France,  can  have  a  standing  aud  prosecute  their  claims  against  the  United  States; 
and  those  persons  only  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  when  they  present  their 
claims  can  appear  and  prosecute  their  claims  against  the  Grovernment  of  France. 

Thereupon  the  Commission  gave  an  opinion  in  these  words : 

The  Archbishop  Perch6  in  his  memorial  states  that  he  was  naturalized  in  the  United 
States  in  1870.     He  does  not  claim  to  be  a  French  citizen. 

Without  deciding  upon  any  other  cases  which  may  be  analogous  to  this,  we  think 
that  the  claim  of  MouBeigneur  Perch^  must  be  rejected,  because  it  does  not  come 
within  the  terms  of  the  treaty,  which  only  provides  for  the  claims  of  French  citizeos. 

While  making  this  decision,  we  deem  it  proper  for  us  to  express  our  regret  that  we 
cannot  take  jurisdiction  of  a  case  which  seems  upon  its  face  to  be  so  equitable. 

The  claim  was  then  disallowed  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 
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The  Commission  held,  as  had  been  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the 
United  States,  that  it  was  necessary  ander  the  treaty  for  the  memo- 
rialist to  aver  and  prove  that  he  was  a  citizen  of  France  when  the  losses 
oocorredy  and  that  he  was  a  citizen  of  France  at  the  time  when  his  me- 
morial was  filed. 

This  rule  was  applied  afterwards  in  all  cases  in  which  the  question  of 
citizenship  was  involved.  At  the  end  it  appeared  that  there  were  thirty- 
three  cases  of  persons  claiming  compensation  who  were  citizens  of  France 
when  the  losses  occurred,  but  who  had  in  the  intervening  period  been 
naturalized  and  accepted  citizenship  in  the  United  States.  These  claims 
were  all  rejected.    They  amounted  in  the  aggregate  to  $282,884.50. 

Egle  Aubry  v.  The  United  States,  No.  25. 

In  the  memorial  of  Egle  Aubry  vs.  The  United  States,  No.  25,  it  was 
set  forth  that  she  was  born  in  the  territory  of  Orleans  the  3d  day  of  Jan- 
uary, 1803,  while  that  territory  was  a  French  colony  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  French  Government. 

Upon  this  statement  a  demurrer  was  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States. 

In  support  of  the  demurrer  it  was  contended  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  that  inasmuch  as  the  claimant  was  in  the  territory  of  Orleans 
when  that  territory  was  ceded  by  France  to  the  United  States  by  the 
treaty  of  April  30,  1803,  she  thereby  became  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  inasmuch  as  the  treaty  of  cession  transferred  to  the  United  States 
fall  and  complete  jurisdiction  over  the  inhabitants  resident  upon  the 
territory  without  any  reservation  whatsoever  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Government.  In  support  of  this  position  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States  cited  Wheaton's  Elements  of  International  Law  (6th  edition,  p. 
€27),  where,  in  treating  upon  the  subject  of  naturalization,  he  says : 
'*  There  have  been  also  several  cases  of  collective  naturalization."  The 
author  then  proceeds  to  mention  the  convention  of  April  30, 1803,  of  the 
United  States  with  France  for  the  cession  of  Louisiana,  the  treaty  of 
1819  with  Spain  for  the  purchase  of  Florida,  the  treaty  of  1848  with 
Mexico,  by  which  California  was  acquired,  and  the  resolution  of  1845  for 
the  annexation  of  Texas,  whereby  the  citizens  of  those  various  territories 
became  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  brief  in  reply  was  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Oovem- 
ment,  but  it  was  prepared  by  the  special  counsel  of  the  memorialist,  as 
appears  from  a  statement  interposed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French 
Republic,  and  found  in  the  record  of  the  case. 

The  counsel  for  the  memorialist  relied  upon  the  third  article  of  the 
treaty,  which  is  in  these  words: 

• 

The  inhabitaDts  uf  the  ceded  territory  shall  be  iDcorporated  in  the  Union  of  the 
United  States  and  admited  as  soon  as  possible,  according  to  the  principles  of  the 
Federal  Coniititution,  to  the  eigoyment  of  all  the  rights,  advantages,  and  immnni- 
ties  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  mean  time  they  shall  be  maintained 
and  protected  iu  the  free  enjoyment  of  their  liberty,  property,  and  the  religion  which 
ihey  profess. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  was  a  woman  of  color,  and  until  the  rati- 
fication of  the  fourteenth  amendment  her  citizenship  had  never  been 
recognized  in  the  United  States. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  special  counsel  that  she  had  not  enjoyed  the 
advantages  and  immunities  that  were  guaranteed  to  her  as  a  citizen  of 
the  territory  of  Orleans,  and  that  consequently  her  French  citizenship 
had  remained  unimpaired. 

In  support  of  this  position  the  case  of  one  Decuir  was  cited, Nv\io  ^^^^^ 
H.  Ex.  235 5 
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the  son  of  a  free  negro.  The 'father  was  a  citizen  of  the  territory  of 
Lonisiaiia  when  it  was  ceded  to  the  United  States.  The  son,  having 
been  impressed  into  the  Confederate  service,  was  discharged  by  the  sa- 
perior  court  of  Alexandria,  upon  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus^  and  upon  the 
ground  that  he  was  not  a  citizen  of  LouiHinna,  and,  consequently,  that 
he  was  protected  as  a  French  subject  under  the  third  article  of  the 
treaty  of  1803. 

Upon  the  issues  thus  presented  the  demurrer  was  sustained  by  the 
following  decision  of  the  Commission: 

The  claimant,  Egle  Aiibry,  a  colored  woman,  was  bom  on  the  3d  day  of  January, 
1803,  in  the  territory  of  Lonisiana,  then  a  French  colony,  and  therefore  was  by  birth 
ji  citizen  of  France. 

On  the  30th  day  of  April,  1803,  the  territory  of  Louisiana  was  by  treaty  ceded  by 
France  to  the  United  States.  The  treaty  '' cedes  to  the  United  States  forever  and  in 
full  sovereignty  the  territory,  with  all  its  rights  and  appiirtenances,  as  fully  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  they  have  been  acquired  by  the  French  Republic  in  virtue  of  the  treaty 
with  Spain.''  Spain  had  ceded  the  territory  to  France  in  October,  ItiOl,  and  th«  ces- 
sion did  not  affect  slavery,  which  then  existed  there. 

The  treaty  of  cession  contains  no  provision  by  which  the  inhabitants  conid  remain, 
or  by  their  option  choose  to  remain,  French  citizens.  On  the  contrary,  the  third  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  obviously  contemplates  that  they  were  to  be  American  citizens. 
Article  III  of  the  treaty  is  as  follows: 

''AiiT.  III.  The  inhabitants  of  the  ceded  territory  shall  be  incorporated  in  the  Union 
of  the  United  States,  and  admitted  as  soon  as  possible,  according  to  the  principles  of 
the  Federal  Constitution,  to  the  enjoyment  of  all  the  rights,  advantages,  and  immunities 
of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States;  and  in  the  mean  time  shall  be  maintained  and 
protected  in  the  free  enjoyment  of  their  liberty,  property,  and  the  religion  which  they 
profpss." 

There  is  nothing  in  the  treaty,  therefore,  to  indicate  that  it  was  the  intention  either 
of  France  or  of  tne  United  States  that  the  inhabitants,  or  any  of  them,  were  to  re- 
main citizens  of  France.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  intended  that  they  should  be  citi- 
Eens  of  the  United  States. 

The  demurrer  is  sustained,  and  the  cl^im  is  disallowed. 

PlEBEE  S.   WiLTZ  V.  THE  UNITED   STATES,  No.   313. 

The  right  of  heirs  to  appear  by  an  administrator  or  other  duly  con- 
stituted authority  was  considered  in  the  case  of  Pierre  S.  Wiltz  v.  The 
Uuited  States,  No.  313. 

The  memorialist  set  forth  that  he  was  the  public  administrator  for 
the  parish  of  Orleans,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  that  as  such  he 
was  duly  appointed  administrator  of  the  succession  of  one  Leon  R.  Del- 
rieu,  who  died  at  New  Orleans  the  15th  day  of  April,  1879.  It  was 
averred  in  the  memorial  that  in  the  year  1862  certain  property  of  the 
said  Delrieu  was  destroyed  at  New  Orleans  by  order  of  the  provost 
marshal  of  the  district,  and  that  he  was  imprisoned  under  said  order  for 
the  term  of  thirty-three  days.  The  administrator  claimed  the  sum  of 
$47,000  as  the  value  of  the  property  taken  and  destroyed,  and  the  dam- 
ages due  on  account  of  said  imprisonment  were  laid  at  $10,000  more. 
It  was  averred  in  the  memorial  that  the  beneficial  owners  were  the  cred- 
itors and  heirs  of  said  Delrien,  and  that  they  were  legally  represented 
by  the  memorialist. 

Upon  these  facts  as  set  forth  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  inter- 
posed a  demurrer,  alleging  that  the  matters  and  things  contained  in  the 
memorial  were  not  sufficient  under  the  treaty  nor  in  law  for  the  claim- 
ant to  have  and  maintain  his  claim  against  the  United  States,  in  that  it 
did  ^'not  appear  from  said  memorial  that  the  alleged  beneficial  owners 
of  said  claim  are  or  ever  were  citizens  of  France." 

Upon  the  issue  thus  framed  the  question  raised  by  the  demurrer  was 
heard  by  the  Commission.  The  question  was  argued  upon  briefs  and 
orally  by  the  counsel  for  the  respective  Governments. 
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In  sapport  of  the  demarrer  the  coansel  for  the  United  States  con- 
tended that  the  authority  of  the  Commission  in  the  matter  of  jurisdic- 
tion waa  limited  to  claims  by  citizenn  of  France,  and  that  the  limitation 
had  reference  to  the  beneficiaries,  and  not  necessarily  to  the  party  by 
whom  the  claim  might  be  presented.  It  was  admitt^  by  him  that  it 
was  not  essential  that  the  citizenship  of  Wiltz  should  be  averred  or 
proved,  but  that  his  riff}it  to  prosecute  the  case  of  the  persons  whom 
heprofessed  to  represent  depended  upon  their  citizenship  in  France. 
It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  said  Delreiu  was  not  living  the  15th  day  of  January,  1880,  when 
the  treaty  was  ratified,  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  could  have  no  effect 
apon  him  personally,  nor  upon  any  claim  that  he  might  then  have  had 
against  the  Government  of  the  tTnited  States,  except  as  far  as  such 
claim  had  descended,  by  operation  of  law,  to  his  heirs  or  legatees,  who 
were  themselves  at  the  date  of  the  treaty  citizens  of  France.  It  was 
farther  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  as  to  cred- 
itors, whether  they  were  French  or  American  citizens,  they  were  alike 
incapable  legally  of  appearing  before  the  Commission  as  claimants.  It 
was  contended,  also,  that  previous  to  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  there 
was  no  claim  on  behalf  of  Delrien  that  could  be  enforced  ;  that  it  was 
by  and  through  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  that  the  claim  had  a  legal 
existence,  and  by  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  it  could  only  be  enforced 
by  French  citizens ;  and  that  if  Delrien's  surviving  heirs  were  I^Yench 
citizens  they  would  have  the  same  standing  before  the  Commission  that 
Delrien  himself  would  have  had  if  living,  but  if  his  heirs  were  Ameri- 
can citizens,  or  if,  in  the  absence  of  heirs  of  blood,  his  property  should 
descend  by  operation  of  law  to  the  State  of  Louisiana,  then,  manifestly, 
the  treaty  could  not  give  to  his  heirs  or  to  the  State  of  Louisiana  a 
standing  before  the  Commission,  as  they  were  not  citizens  of  France. 
It  was  contended  that  at  the  time  of  Delrien's  death  no  legal  obligation 
was  subsisting  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  iudemnify  Delrien, 
and  that  when  the  treaty  was  made  and  the  obligation  assumed  it  was 
assumed  to  and  in  the  interest  of  French  citizens  alone,  and  neither 
American  heirs  of  Delrien  nor  the  State  of  Louisiana  secured  by  the 
treaty  any  rights  whatsoever. 

In  support  of  the  positions  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States, 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  was  called  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
British  and  American  Mixed  Commission  in  the  case  of  William  G.  Ford, 
administrator.  In  that  case  the  Commission  allowed  the  claim  as  and 
for  the  interest  of  Mary  G.  Barker,  who  was  a  legatee  under  the  will  of 
G.  J.  Robinson,  the  decedent  and  original  claimant,  and  rejected  the 
elaim  of  two  American  citizens,  who  were  also  legatees  under  the  same 
will.  Thpt  Commission  were  also  referred  to  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Grayson, 
being  No.  291,  before  the  same  Commission.  Mrs.  Grayson  claimed  as 
administratrix  of  the  estate  of  John  J.  Cowley,  her  former  husband,  and, 
when  living,  a  British  subject.  After  the  death  of  Cowley  she  inter- 
married with  one  Grayson,  an  American  citizen.  The  Commission  dis- 
allowed the  claim  of  Mrs.  Grayson  so  far  as  it  was  prosecuted  in  her  own 
right,  although  she,  as  well  as  Cowley,  were  British  subjects  by  birth. 

The  special  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  submitted  three  propo- 
sitions in  support  of  the  memorial: 

1.  That  Leon  R.  Delrien  was  the  original  owner  of  the  property  described. 

2.  That  he  was  a  French  citizen  at  the  time  his  property  and  person  were  seized. 

3.  That  the  acts  were  committed  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  by 
the  military  authorities  of  the  United  States  and  daring  the  period  prescribed  in  the 
treaty. 
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The  Gommissiou  was  referred  to  tLe  first  rule  of  the  GommissioD,  in 
which  it  is  said : 

If  a  claimant  be  dead,  his  executor  or  administrator  or  the  legal  representative  of 
the  estate  mnst  appear,  unless  it  is  shown  that  there  are  no  creditors,  and  tbat  the 
estate  is  settled. 

The  coansel  maintained  that  at  the  moment  the  claim  arose  it  par- 
took of  a  twofold  character ;  it  was  a  claim  due  to  a  French  citizen,  and 
also  a  wrong  done  which  the  French  Government  was  bound  to  see  cor- 
rected, and  in  that  light  it  became  national  in  its  character ;  that  the 
death  of  the  claimant  had  but  one  effect,  to  change  the  personnel  of  the 
action ;  but  it  neither  lessened  the  obligations  of  the  United  States  to 
remedy  the  wrong  inflicted  upon  a  French  citizen,  nor  did  it  change  the 
relations  and  duties  of  the  French  Government.  The  point  was  also 
made  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  the  Gommission  had  no  right 
to  consider  the  disposition  of  any  award  that  might  be  made;  that  the 
distribation  of  an  allowance  must  be  left  with  the  Government  prosecu- 
ting the  claim  and  the  courts  appointe<l  or  established  for  that  purpose. 
The  attention  of  the  Gommission  was  directed  to  the  case  of  James  B; 
Halley  v.  The  United  States,  No.  205,  before  the  Mixed  English  and 
American  Gommission,  and  eleven  other  cases,  which  involved  the  ques- 
tions presented  in  the  demurrer  in  this  case.  The  counsel  cited  the  fol- 
lowing passage  from  the  opinion  of  the  commissioners  in  the  case  of 
Halley : 

When  the  claim  is  presented  by  an  administrator  in  respect  of  injury  to  the  prop- 
erty of  an  intebtate,  who,  while  living,  was  a  British  subject,  aud  the  beneficiaries 
are  British  as  well  us  American  subjects,  the  claim  may  be  presented  for  their  benefit, 
and  the  nationality  uf  the  administrator  does  not  affect  the  question. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  '^  the  name  of 
the  claimant,  or  of  the  administrator  or  representative,  is  used  to  define 
the  claim  and  adjust  the  amount  to  be  paid  for  the  wrongs  committed 
against  his  person  or  property,  but  for  all  other  purposes  the  claim  is 
national,  is  presented  by  the  Government  on  behalf  of  the  claimant, 
and  the  sums  awarded,  if  any,  are  to  be  paid  to  it;  hence  it  can  make 
no  difference  who  prosecutes  the  claim  of  a  French  citizen — one  who 
was  French  at  the  time  the  wrong  was  done  within  the  terms  of  the 
treaty. 

At  the  hearing,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government  contended 
that  the  day  the  damage  was  done  the  claim  arose;  that  it  was  then  a 
chose  in  action,  although  it  could  not  be  enforced ;  that  the  right  ex- 
isted, that  it  was  absolute  and  complete,  although  it  could  not  be  car- 
ried into  effect.  Quoting  the  first  article  of  the  treaty,  the  counsel 
maintained  that  the  remedy  provided  for  was  in  its  nature  retroactive. 
The  treaty  does  not  refer  to  "  claims  that  shall  arise,''  but  it  speaks  of 
"  claims  that  have  arisen  from  such  a  day  to  such  a  day.  Therefore, 
by  action  of  the  treaty,  the  claims  today  are  presumed  to  have  been 
perfect  as  early  as  the  day  the  damage  was  suffered ;  the  chose  in  action 
is  to-day  presumed  to  have  been  complete  and  perfect  the  day  the  injury 
was  suffered."  The  counsel  for  the  French  Gov^ernment  maintained  the 
following  positions : 

First,  the  injuries  are  suffered  by  a  Frenchman  ;  second,  they  are  suffered  at  a  cer- 
tain date:  third,  the  right  to  recover  is  a  right  soleoinl^  proclaimed  by  both  parties. 
On  the  otner  hand,  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  is  perfect,  and  the  retroaction 
of  the  effect  of  that  jnnsdiction  is  plainly  set  forth  in  the  convention  of  Jannar?  15, 
1880. 

The  counsel  for  France  also  referred  to  the  case  of  Phelps  vs.  McDon- 
ald.   McDonald;  a  British  subject,  had  been  engaged  in  business  in  the 
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United  States,  and  was  a  bankrupt  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
He  was  the  owner  of  a  claim  against  the  Oovernment  of  the  United 
States  which  he  had  obtained  by  purchase  from  his  assignee.  An 
award  was  made  to  McDonald,  and  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  the 
moneys  belonged  to  his  creditors.  Several  other  cases  were  cited  by 
the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France,  and,  among  others,  Agnes  Crook 
McLieane,  administratrix  (Alabama  Claims  Court,  p.  112  and  follow) 
Charles  M.  Smith  and  Agnes  Pollock,  ^British  and  American  Claims 
Commission,  Howard's  Report,  p.  15  ana  follow),  also  Elizabeth  Sher- 
mau^s  case  (p.  G9  of  same  report),  and  in  conclusion  he  stated  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  awards  made  by  international  commissions  are  paid  by 
ODe  Oovernment  to  another. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Hon.  A.  O. 
Aidis,  qiade  a  decision  in  the  case  as  follows: 

Washington,  January  19, 1882. 

Leon  R.  Delrien,  a  French  citizen,  died  at  New  Orleans  April  15, 1879.  He  was  the 
original  owner  of  this  claim.  He  was  a  French  citizen  both  at  the  time  he  suffered 
the  loss  and  at  the  time  he  died. 

Pierre  S.  Wiltz,  of  New  Orleans,  files  this  claim  as  the  duly  appointed  administrator 
of  Diflrien.  He  states  in  the  memorial  that  the  present  beneficial  ownerH  of  the  claim 
are  the  creditors  and  heirs  of  said  Delriea,  "  who  are  legally  represented  by  yoar 
memorialist.'' 

He  does  not  state  that  the  creditors  and  heirs  of  Delriea,  or  any  of  them,  are  French 
citizens. 

The  counsel  of  the  United  States  demurs  on  the  ground  *'  that  it  does  not  appear  from 
the  memorial  that  the  alleged  beneficial  owners  of  the  claim  are,  or  ever  were,  citi- 
zens of  France.''  He  claims  tnat  this  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  of  a  claim 
unless  at  least  some  one  of  the  beneficial  owners  is  a  French  citizen.  He  admits  that 
the  nationality  of  the  administrator  is  of  no  account,  fur  he  has  no  beneficial  interest 
and  merely  represents  the  real  claimants. 

The  counsel  of  France  claims  that  as  Delrieu  was  a  French  citizen  at  the  time  he 
■offered  the  loss,  and  so  continued  up  to  the  time  of  his  death,  the  administrator  of 
his  estate  has  the  right  to  present  and  recover  for  the  claim,  although  none  of  his 
creditors  and  heir«i  are  French  citizens. 

This  is  a  question  of  jurisdiction. 

In  deciding  it  we  must  be  governed  by  the  language  and  meaning  of  the  convention. 

We  think  it  was  not  enough  that  the  deceased  was  a  French  citizen  when  he  suf- 
fered the  loss  and  when  he  died,  and  that  his  administrator  presents  the  claim.  It 
should  further  appear  that  Ihe  real  and  beneficial  claimantH,  who  will  ultimately 
receive  the  amount  that  may  be  allowed,  are  French  citizens,  and  they  must  appear 
and  present  their  claims.  This  appears  to  us  to  be  the  plain  meaning  of  the  firet  and 
leeond  articles  of  the  convention.  They  do  not,  in  our  judgment,  admit  of  any  other 
const  ruction. 

We  do  not  think  it  necessary,  at  this  time,  to  make  any  further  statement  of  the 
iiasons  for  this  decision. 

The  demurrer  is  therefore  sustained,  and  the  claim  is  disallowed. 

All*,  de  Geofroy,  tlie  commissioner  for  the  French  Republic,  filed  an 
opinion  dissenting  from  the  decision  of  the  Commission,  which  is  printed 
in  the  api>endix  and  marked  '*  Exhibit  E." 

The  opinion  of  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis  is  also  printed  in  the  appen- 
dix, and  marked  "  E;thibit  F." 

Subseqaentiy  to  these  proceedings  the  counsel  for  the  French  Bepub- 
lic  entered  a  motion  to  suspend  so  much  of  the  decision  rendered  as 
disallowed  the  claim,  and  that  the  memoralist  have  twenty  days  to  show 
the  interests  of  French  citizens.    That  motion  was  granted. 

The  said  Wiltz  submitted  what  was  called  a  "  reply  to  the  demurrer," 
in  which  he  set  forth  that  certain  persons,  who  were  citizens  of  Frahce, 
were  the  heirs  and  beneficial  owners  of  the  claim  described  in  his 
memorial.  The  counsel  for  the  United  States  objected  to  the  further 
consideration  of  the  case:  First,  upon  the  ground  that  the  Commission 
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having  decided  that  said  Wiltz  had  do  standing  before  the  Gommission 
npoD  his  memorial,  inasmuch  as  the  facts  set  forth  therein  were  not 
sufficient  to  give  the  Gommission  jurisdiction,  neither  he,  nor  the  coun- 
sel for  the  French  Republic  in  hia  behalf,  could  make  any  motion  which 
involved  the  validity  of  the  memorial ;  and,  secondly,  the  counsel,  for 
the  United  States  objected  to  the  paper  upon  the  ground  that  it  did  not 
authorize  the  said  Wiltz  to  act  for  the  persons  who  in  the  paper  were 
alleged  to  be  the  heirs  of  said  Delrieu,  and  the  beneficiaries  of  the 
claim,  if  any  allowance  should  be  made.  When  the  motion  to  suspend 
the  decision  was  made,  January'  19, 1882,  the  time  within  which,  under 
the  treaty,  memorials  could  be  filed  had  passed ;  and  it  was  contended 
by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  it  was  not  competent  for  the 
Gommission  to  permit  any  amendment  of,  or  to  allow  any  motion  in 
reference  to,  the  memorial  filed  originally  by  Wiltz,  as  any  motion  which 
operated  to  revive  that  memorial  and  to  give  Wiltz  a  standing  before 
the  Commission  would  be  equivalent  to  the  allowance  of  a  new  me- 
morial. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  claimed  that  the  paper  filed  the 
28th  of  January,  1882,  was  a  compliance  with  the  decision  of  the  Gom- 
mission, and  that  it  was  not  an  amendment  to  the  memorial.  He  con- 
tended that  the  two  conditions  required  by  the  Convention  had  been 
complied  with,  namely,  that  the  claim  was  a  French  claim  in  its  incep- 
tion, and  that  it  was  then  a  French  claim,  as  it  was  owned  by  French 
parties,  it  having  <' descended  from  Delrieu,  whose  heirs  now  appear  be- 
fore the  Gommission."  The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  also  re- 
lied upon  the  stipulation  between  the  counsel  for  the  two  Governments, 
in  which  it  was  agreed  that,  upon  the  reassembling  of  the  Gommission 
in  the  autumn  of  1881,  the  counsel  for  the  two  Governments  would  be 
prepared  to  submit  briefs  upon  demurrer  in  cases  that  represented 
classes  of  claims  and  in  cases  deemed  important  by  the  counsel  for 
either  Government. 

The  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  was  sustained 
by  a  majority  of  the  Gommission  in  a  decision  filed  January  31,  1882,  in 
these  words : 

Before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  upon  the  motion  of  the 
connsel  for  France  to  snspend  the  order  disallowing  the  claim  and  permit  the  "reply 
to  the  demurrer"  of  the  administrator,  stating  that  there  aretwoheirsof  the  deceased 
Delrien  living  in  France  who  are  French  citizens,  antl  for  whom  he  wishes  to  appear, 
to  be  filed,  and  for  the  administrator  to  appear  for  them — 

It  is  ordered,  that  the  motion  be  denied,  and  the  amendment,  or  **  reply  to  the  demar- 
rer,''  by  which  the  administrator  appears  for  the  two  heirs,  instead  of  their  appearing 
for  themselves,  in  rrjeotod,  and  the  decision  of  the  Commission  that  the  claim  of  the 
administrator  be  disallowed  is  confirmed. 

The  proceedings  in  the  case  of  Wiltz,  and  the  decision  of  the  majority 
of  the  Gommission,  justify  the  following  conclusion  : 

1.  That  in  case  of  the  death  of  a  claimant  it  was  competent  for  hia 
legal  representative  to  appear  and  prosecute  the  claim,  and  that  with- 
out reference  to  the  nationality  of  the  representative. 

2.  In  order  that  jurisdiction  should  be  taken  by  tiie  Gommission,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  memorial  should  set  forth  as  facts,  (1)  that  the 
decedent  was,  at  the  time  the  loss  occurred  or  the  injury  was  sustained,^ 
a  citizen  of  the  country  prosecuting  the  claim ;  (2)  that  the  heirs  or 
legatees  who  would  receive  the  benefits  of  any  award  that  might  be 
made  were  also  citizens  of  the  same  country  at  the  time  the  treaty  was 
ratified,  and  (3)  that  the  memorialist  was  duly  authorized  to  appear  in 
behalf  of  the  beneficiaries. 
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Henbiette  Levy  v.  The  United  States,  No.  233. 

The  memorial  of  Henriette  Levy  against  the  United  States,  No.  253, 
sets  forth  that  she  was  the  widow  of  Jacob  Levy,  late  of  Strasbarg, ' 
Germany,  who  died  at  that  city  the  Ist  day  of  March,  1871 ;  that  the 
said  Jacob  Levy  was,  daring  his  life,  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Isaac 
Levy  &  Co.,  doing  business  at  Alexander,  Eapides  Parish,  Louisiana, 
from  186  L  to  1865 ;  that  the  said  firm  was  composed  of  said  Jacob  Levy, 
deceased,  Isaae  Levy,  deceased,  Benjamin  Weil,  deceased,  and  Marx 
Levy,  then  a  resident  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans ;  that  each  of  said 
copartners  was  interested  in  the  affairs  and  assets  of  said  firm  in  the 
proportion  of  one  uudivtde<l  fourth  part ;  that  in  the  month  of  April, 
1863,  the  said  firm  of  Isaac  Levy  &  Co.  were  the  lawful  owners  of  253 
bales  of  cotton;  that  said  cotton  was  taken  possession  of  by  the  mili- 
tary authorities  of  the  Cnited  States  by  oue  F.  G.  Pope,  captain  of 
Company  D,  Forty-first  Eegiment  Massachusetts  Volunteers;  that  the 
said  Jacob  Levy,  deceased,  acquired  by  purchase,  the  16th  day  of  March, 
1866,  from  two  of  his  said  copartners^Isaac  Levy,  deceased,  and  Ben* 
jamin  Weil — an  additional  fourth  part  interest  in  the  property  and  as- 
sets  of  the  said  firm  of  Isaac  Levy  &  Co.;  that  Jacob  Levy  and  Inaac 
Levy,  deceased,  were  native-born  citizens  of  France,  and  not  natural- 
ized in  the  United  States,  and  that  the  said  Benjamin  Weil  and  Marx 
Levy  were  citizens  of  the  XJuited  States.    Mrs.  Levy  made  claim,  as 
widow  of  said  Jacob  Levy,  in  her  own  right,  and  also  as  tutrix  of  her 
six  minor  children. 

Upon  this  statement  of  facts  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  filed  a 
demurrer  to  the  memorial  on  the  following  grounds: 

1.  As  to  the  whole  caee :  Th^t  it  appears  that  the  claimant  and  her  children,  about 
the  year  1871,  became  citizens  or  sabjects  of  Germany,  and  have  ever  since  remained 
and  are  now  such  citizens  or  sabjects,  and  have  not  since  that  .year  been  citizens  of 
the  Republic  of  France,  and  that  this  claim  is  therefore  not  present<ed  by  or  on  behalf 
of  the  citizens  of  that  Republic. 

2.  As  to  the  interest  alleged  to  have  been  assigned  by  Benjamin  Weil:  That  as  it 
appears  that  said  Weil  was  at  the  time  of  the  acts  complained  of  a  citizen  of  the 
Unit^fd  States,  the  claim  is  not  one  arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the  persons 
or  property  of  citizens  of  France. 

In  support  of  so  much  of  the  demurrer  as  related  to  the  claim  derived 
from  Benjamin  Weil  by  assignment,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 
contended  that  inasmuch  as  the  said  Weil  could  not  have  maintained  a 
claim  before  the  Commission,  so  neither  could  Jacob  Levy,  his  assignee, 
if  living,  have  maintained  a  claim,  and,  consequently,  that  the  memo- 
rialist, Henriette  Levy,  was  under  a  like  disability.  (See  case  of 
Perch6.) 

As  to  the  claim  of  Jacob  Levy,  as  represented  by  Henriette  Levy, 
the  counsel  for  the  United  States  maintained  that  by  the  treaty  of  peace 
of  the  10th  of  May,  1871,  between  the  Bepublic  of  France  and  the  Em- 
pire of  Germany,  the  province  of  Alsace,  in  which  the  town  of  Stras- 
burg  is  situated,  was  ceded  to  Germany,  with  all  the  inhabitants  resi<lent 
therein,  except  such  as  might  avail  themselves  of  the  privilege  guar- 
anteed by  Article  II  of  the  treaty,  in  which  it  was  provided  that  all 
French  subjects  born  upon  the  ceded  territory  and  actually  domiciled 
therein,  who  desired  to  preserve  their  French  nationality,  should  have 
the  opportunity  until  the  1st  day  of  October,  1872,  to  make  a  declara- 
tion before  competent  authority  of  their  purpose  to  change  their  domi- 
cile U}  the  territory  of  France  and  become  citizens  of  that  country.  It 
appearing  from  the  memorial  that  the  claimant  was  born  in  Alsace,  and 
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that  her  hasband,  in  whose  right  she  claimed  to  appear,  died  atStras- 
barg  the  Ist. day  of  March,  1871,  and  before  the  ratiticatioii  of  the 
treaty,  it  followed  that  the  said  Heiiriette  Levy  was  still  a  resident  of 
Strauburg,  within  the  territory  ceded  by  the  treaty  of  May  10,  1871. 
Inasuiuch  as  there  was  no  allegation  that  she  ever  availed  herself  of 
the  privilege  conferred  by  the  second  article  of  the  treaty,  it  was  a 
reasonable  preaamption  that  she  was  then  a  citizen  or  subject  of  the 
German  Empire,  and,  being  such,  it  followed  that  she  had  no  standing 
before  the  Commission.  The  decision  of  the  Commission  in  the  case  of 
Archbishop  Perch6  was  referred  to  in  support  of  the  position,  and  the 
counsel  for  the  United  States  thereupon  moved  that  the  memorialist 
should  be  required  to  amend  her  memorial,  and  state  whether  she  had 
availed  herself  of  the  provision  of  the  treaty  of  May  10, 1871,  and  that, 
in  default  thereof,  the  case  should  be  dismissed. 

The  special  counsel  for  the  memorialist  maintained  that  the  case  was 
not  analogous  to  that  of  Archbishop  Perch^,  inasmuch  as  in  that  case 
the  claimant  had  voluntarily  renounced  his  allegiance  to  France  and 
become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  while  Jacob  Levy,  the  husband 
of  Henriette  Levy,  was  born  in  France,  lived  in  France,  and  died  a  cit- 
izen of  France.  It  was  further  contended  that,  inasmuch  as  Jacob  Levy 
was  a  citizen  of  France  when  the  loss  was  sustained,  and  continued  to 
be  a  citizen  of  France  during  his  life,  the  claim  was  by  a  citizen  of 
France,  and  that  the  Commission  should  take  and  maintain  jurisdiction. 
In  support  of  this  position  the  first,  second,  and  fourth  articles  of  the 
treaty  were  quoted.  '  The  attention  of  the  Commission  was  also  called 
to  the  seventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  February  23, 1863,  between  France 
and  the  United  States,  in  which  it  is  provided  that — 

FrenchmeD  shall  enjoy  the  right  of  possessing  personal  and  real  property  by  the 
same  title  and  in  the  same  manner  as  the  citizens  of  the  United  States.  They  shall 
be  free  to  dispose  of  it  as  they  may  please,  either  gratuitously  or  for  valne  received, 
by  donation,  testament,  or  otherwise,  jnst  as  those  citizens  themselves;  and  in  no 
case  shall  they  be  subjected  to  taxes  on  transfer,  inhtjritance,  or  any  others  differant 
from  those  paid  by  the  latter.'' 

It  was  claimed  that  any  change  in  the  nationality  of  the  country  of 
their  nativity  could  not  affect  the  rights  acquired  by  the  heirs  of  Jacob 
Levy,  while  the  country  was  an  integral  part  of  France,  and  they  were 
citizens  thereof;  that  the  repeal  of  a  law,  or  change  of  a  treat.y,  or  a 
cession  of  territorial  domain  subsequent  to  the  date  when  the  right  of 
inheritance  attached,  could  not  affect  any  right  acquired  under  the 
treaty,  or  such  law  or  cession  of  territory.  Several  authorities  were 
cited  in  the  brief  in  support  of  these  positions,  and  especially  the  decis- 
ion of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Dawson's 
Lessee  vs,  Godfrey  (4  Cranch,  321).  It  was  also  claimed  by  the  counsel 
for  the  memorialist  that  the  nationality  of  the  father  was  that  of  his 
minor  children  ;  that  neither  the  mother  nor  guardian  could  change  it 
during  their  minority;  that  when  the  minors  arrived  at  the  age  of  dis- 
cretion or  majority  they  had  the  right  to  elect  whether  they  would  join 
the  country  to  which  their  father  owed  allegiance  at  the  date  of  his  death, 
and  that  until  that  period  arrived  they  continued  citizens  of  France. 
The  cession  of  Alsace,  it  was  alleged,  did  not  affect  in  any  particular  the 
private  rights  of  the  citizens  to  property  or  claims  for  injuries  committed 
prior  to  the  cession. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States,  in  reply  to  the  position  taken  by 
the  counsel  for  Levy,  that  there  was  no  analogy  between  the  case  of 
Perch^  and  the  case  at  bar,  maintained  that  the  question  for  the  Com- 
mission to  consider  was  one  solely  of  the  fact  of  citizenship,  and  that 
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tlie  motive,  or  reason,  or  the  attending  circomstances  in  the  case  of  a 
change  of  uatiooality  oaght  not  to  be  considered,  and  could  have  no 
▼eight  properly ;  that,  assnming  the  poaition  of  the  counsel  for  Levy  to 
be  a  tenable  one,  it  was  true  that  she  had  the  option  tendered  to  her 
by  treaty  of  1871,  and  she  was  then  called  upon  to  make  her  choice, 
either  to  remain  in  Germany  and  become  a  subject  of  the  Grerman  Bm- 
pire,  or  to  accept  the  privileges  of  the  treaty  and  retain  her  citizenship 
in  France.  She  chose  to  remain  in  the  German  Empire,  and  thus  vol- 
ontarily  she  fixed  jiermanently  her  character  as  a  subject  of  the  Ger- 
man Government. 
The  Commission  sustained  the  demurrer  in  these  words : 

The  Commission,  iu  this  case,  judges  well- founded  and  admits  the  demnrrer  inter- 
posed by  the  agebt  of  the  United  States  to  the  claim  or  memorial.  In  its  opinion,  it 
u  beyond  donbt  that  the  claimant  and  her  children,  being  natives  of  Alsace,  and 
haying  always  resided  there,  and  not  having  made  choice  of  the  French  nationality 
daring  the  interim  granted  by  the  treaty  of  May  the  10th,  1871  (which  applied  to 
persons  of  full  age'  as  well  as  to  minors),  are  included  iu  the  collective  naturalization, 
real  as  well  as  personal,  which  resulted  to  that  country  in  conseqnence  of  its  annex- 
ation to  the  German  Empire,  sanctioned  by  that  treaty.  And  as  German  subjects, 
which  tbey  have  liecome,  they  cannot  in  any  manner  have  recourse  to  a  Commission 
created  solely  for  the  settlement  of  certain  claims  of  French  or  American  citizens. 

The  French  nationality  of  Jacob  Levy,  whose  rights  the  claimant  and  her  children 
have  iuberitd  ,  cannot  be  included  in  this  inheritance.  Possi'ssed  by  him  alone,  it 
does  not  satisfy  the  requirement  of  tbe  convention,  which  demands  French  nation- 
ality in  those  who  actually  present  themselves  before  the  Commission. 

Benjamin  Weil  and  Marx  Levy  never  having  been  French,  the  rights  which  they 
transfeired  to  Jacob  Levy  cannot,  a  /orttori,.be  taken  into  couHideration,  nor  can 
(hey  render  any  better  the  legal  condition  of  the  claimant  a6d  her  children. 

For  tbese  reasons  the  Commission  sustains  the  demnrrer  of  the  United  States  conn- 
•el  and  declares  the  claim  outside  its  jurisdiction. 

The  judgment  of  the  Commission  sustaining  the  demurrer  was  dated 
the  25th  pf  June,  1881.  The  20th  of  September,  1881,  the  claimant,  by 
her  attorney,  filed  an  amendment  to  the  memorial,  in  which  she  de- 
clared that  she  and  her  minor  children  were  residents  of  and  citizens  of 
France,  and  that  her  post-office  address  at  that  time  was  in  Paris, 
France.  Documentary  evidence  was  also  filed  showing  that  the  said 
Henriette  Levy  had  made  application  to  the  authorities  of  France,  and 
that  bhe  was  reinstated  as  a  French  subject  the  3d  of  June,  1882. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  claimed  that  the  amendment  was 
in  effect  an  admission  that  Henriette  Levy  and  her  minor  children  were 
citizens  of  Germany  at  the  time  the  treaty  was  ratified,  and  that  citi- 
zenship in  France  acquired  after  the  date  of  the  treaty  could  not  give 
jmisdiction  to  the  Commission  over  parties  so  acquiring  citizenship. 

The  case  was  dismissed  finally  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

Arthur  Levy  v.  The  United  States.  No.  359. 

In  the  case  of  Arthur  Levy  against  the  United  States,  No.  359,  the 
memorialist  represented  that  Marguerite  Cleoptine  Decuir  was  the  owner 
of  certain  personal  property  specified,  of  the  value  of  $  1 3,345 ;  that  said 
property  was  taken  by  Captain  Hopkins,  of  the  Kansas  Cavalry,  at  Mor- 
ganza,  Pointe  Couple  Parish,  State  of  Louisiana,  and  that  the  receipts 
given  for  the  same  were  lost  during  the  war.  It  was  also  stated  further 
Uiat  said  Marguerite  Cleoptine  Decuir  was  the  wife  of  said  Arthur  Levy ; 
that  she  died  the  11th  day  of  August,  1870 ;  that  her  heirs  were  her 
husband,  the  said  Arthur  Lev^^,  and  three  children,  two  of  whom  were 
minors  at  the  date  of  the  memorial.  It  appeared  from  the  memorial 
that  the  said  Arthur  Levy  was  admitted  to  citizenship  in  the  United 
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States  in  the  year  1874,  four  years  after  the  death  of  his  wife.  It  ap- 
peared also  that  at  the  date  of  his  naturalization  all  his  children  were 
minors,  and  thereupon  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  filed  a  demurrer 
asking  that  the  claim  be  dismissed,  on  the  ground  that  the  naturaliza- 
tion of  the  said  Arthur  Levy,  in  1874,  had  transferred  the  citizenship  of 
his  minor  children  from  France  to  the  United  States.  In  support  of 
the  demurrer  the  counsel  referred  to  section  2172  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes and  to  the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in 
the  case  of  Campbell  t?.  Gordon  (6  Cranch,  176),  in  which  the  doctrine 
was  maintained  that  minor  children  of  naturalized  persons,  by  the  nat- 
uralization of  the  parents,  became  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

Upon  a  motion  of  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  the  argument 
upon  tU,e  demurrer  was  postponed  until  the  testimony  in- behalf  of  the 
claimant  had  been  taken.  The  testimony  failed  to  show  that  the  chil- 
dren who  were  minors  when  the  father  became  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  had  made  a  declaration  within  a  year  after  arriving  at  majority 
of  their  intention  to  become  citizens  of  France.  The  counsel  for  the 
United  States  claimed  that  they  had  accepted  citizenship  in  the  United 
States^  and  that,  as  to  the  child  who  was  yet  a  minor,  he  followed  the 
condition  of  his  father. 

The  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  contended  in  reply  that  the  law 
of  the  United  States  in  these  words,  '^  that  the  children  of  persons  duly 
naturalized  under  any  laws  of  the  United  States,  being  under  the  age  of 
twenty-one  years  at  the  lime  of  their  parents'  naturalization,  shall,  if 
dwelling  therein,  be  considered  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,"  was 
directory  and  not  mandatory,  and  that  if  it  had  been  the  purpose  to  con- 
fer citizenship  upon  minor  children,  born  before  the  naturalization  of  their 
parents,  the  act  would  have  declared  positively  that  such  children  were 
citizens  of  the  United  States.  Inasmuch,  therefore,  as  the  act  stated 
that  sqch  children  would  be  considered  citizens  of  the  United  States,  it 
was  discretionary  with  their  parents  or  legal  representatives,  during 
their  minority,  to  exercise  such  privilege  if  the  interest  of  the  minors 
required  it,  but,  if  this  privilege  were  not  taken  advantage  of  during 
their  minority,  the  children  would  retain  their  status  as  foreign  sub- 
jects and  as  such  would  be  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges  of  such 
subjects  when  they  reached  their  majority.  It  was  averred  by  the  coun- 
sel for  the  claimant  that  the  father  did  not  consider  them  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  they  had  never  taken  advantage  of  the  provis- 
ions of  the  act  of  Congress,  nor  in  any  matter  enjoyed  the  privilege  of 
that  act  to  be  considered  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

The  claim  was  disallowed,  but  the  question  of  jurisdiction  was  not 
disposed  of  by  the  Commission. 

David  Kuhnagel  v.  The  United  States,  No.  438. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  represented  that  in  the  month  of  May, 
1864,  the  Army  of  the  United  States  under  Major-Geheral  Banks  seized 
and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  Government  a  cottage-house,  bak- 
ery, and  movable  property  of  various  kinds,  all  of  the  value  of  $4,538. 
He  also  set  forth  in  his  memorial  '^  that  on  the  16th  day  of  October,  A. 
D.  1872,  he  went  before  the  parish  judge  of  the  parish  of  Rapides, 
State  of  Louisiana,  and  took  an  oath  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  renounced  his  allegiance  to  the  Republic  of  France,  and 
that  a  decree  was  pronounced  by  said  court  fully  naturalizing  him  as  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America.''  He  averred,  however,  that 
he  had  since  learned  that  the  petition  on  which  said  proceedings  were 
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had  contained  matters  and  things  which  were  not  tme,  and  which  were 
DOt  known  to  the  petitioner  at  the  time,  and  were  not  authorized  by 
him;  that  said  petition  was  not  read  over  to  him,  as  he  well  remem- 
bers,  and  that  said  matters  and  things  set  forth  in  said  petition  were 
unknown  to  the  petitioner  until  the  7th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1881.  He 
added  that  he  distinctly  remembers  taking  the  oath  aforesaid  in  open 
eoQrt    He  then  proceeded  to  say  in  his  memorial: 

The  matters  and  things  stated  in  said  petition  wbich  are  not  true  and.wbich  were  not 
aatborized  by  your  petitioner  are  as  follows,  v^iz :  **  The  date  of  his  birth,  as  stated  in 
nid  petition,  October  18,  1434 ;  that  your  petitioner  came  to  the  United  States  of 
America  with  the  bona  fide  intention  of  becomiog.a  citizen  of  the  United  States ;  that 
he  had  resided  in  the  United  States  since  1855 ;  that  he  was  a  minor  when  he  came  to 
the  United  States/'  And  your  petitioner  avers  that  he  never  made  any  declaration 
of  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  any  time  or  in  any  man- 
ner, save  and  except  as  hereinbefore  statrd,  and  that  no  proceeding  was  ever  insti- 
tuted by  him  before  the  16th  day  of  October,  1872,  as  hereinbefore  stated ;  that  he  had 
never  voted  before  that  time  or  sought  to  exercise  the  rights  of  an  American  citizen 
in  any  way,  bnt  had  always  claimed  to  be  a  citizen  of  France. 

The  record  in  the  case  showed  that  by'a  decree  of  the  court  in  and 
for  the  parish  of  Bapides,  Louisiana,  dated  October  16, 1872,  the  said 
Kuhnagel  was  naturalized  and  authorized  to  exercise  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  an  American  citizen.  Upon  that  fact,  as  disclosed  by  the 
record,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  filed  a  demurrer,  alleging  that 
said  Kuhnagel  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  the  time  the  treaty 
of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  was  ratified. 

In  reply  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  introduced  a  decree,  dated 
April  12,  A.  D.  1882,  made  by  one  Aristides  Barbin,  judge  of  the  twelfth 
district  court,  Rapides  Parish,  State  of  Louisiana,  in  a  case  entitled  '^ Jn 
re  David  Kuhnagel,  No.  2701."    In  this  decree  it  was  stated  that — 

The  decree  made  and  passed  in  the  late  parish  court  on  the  16tb  day  of  October, 
1872,  in  canse  No.  825,  was  made  and  passed  by  the  court  in  mistake  of  the  real  facts, 
and  that  the  court  was  misled  by  material  mistakes  inadvertently  made  in  the  peti- 
tion, and  that  the  said  David  Kuhnagel  was  and  is  not  in  any  way  responsible  for 
soch  mist-akes ;  and  being  also  further  of  opinion  that  the  said  David  Kuhnagel  is  not 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  has  not  hitherto,  and  never  was  admitted  to  be- 
come a  citizen  of  the  United  States  according  to  law :  It  is  therefore,  this  12th  day  of 
April,  A.  D.  1882,  by  the  court  adjudged,  ordered,  and  decreed  that  the  said  decree  of 
the  late  parish  court  of  the  16th  day  of  October,  1872,  in  cause  No.  825,  be,  and  the 
sime  is  hereby,  wholly  annulled,  vacated,  and  set  aside. 

On  the  issue  thus  framed  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  maintained 
that  it  was  not  competent  for  the  judge  of  the  district  court  of  Rapides 
Parish  to  annul  or  vacate  or  set  aside  a  decree  of  that  court,  by  which 
David  Kuhnagel  had  been  admitted  to  citizenship  in  the  United  States. 
The  counsel  claimed  that  an  examiuaticn  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (sec- 
tions 2165  to  2174,  inclusive)  showed  that  the  power  conferred  upon 
certain  specified  courts  to  admit  aliens  to  citizenship  was  a  limited  au- 
thority, defined  by  statute,  and  could  be  exercised  only  in  conformity 
to  the  statutes;  that  authority  was  not  anywhere  given  to  any  court 
to  annul  a  certificate  of  naturalization  theretofore  granted,  and  that 
ench  certificates  could  only  be  attacked  collaterally  in  cases  involving 
the  rights  of  claimants  to  citizenship  whenever  a  contest  should  arise. 
It  was  maintained  farther  by  him  that  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  cases 
of  Campbell  v.  Gordon  (6  Cranch,  176)  and  Starke  v.  Ches.  Ins.  Co. 
(7  Cranch,  420),  had  held  that  the  Supreme  Court  could  not  go  be- 
hind the  certificate  and  inquire  whether  the  court  which  granted  it 
observed  the  requirements  of  the  statute  as  to  the  aotect'dent  proceed- . 
ings.  He  also  invoked,  as  a  well-settled  rule  of  practice,  recognized  by 
the  common  law  of  Great  Britain,  that  a  court  has  jurisdictlou  ov^t  ^ 
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jadgment,  order,  or  decree  which  affects  the  rights  of  parties  only  dar- 
ing the  term  at  which  the  judgment,  or  order,  or  decree  may  have  been 
made,  and  that  when  the  roll  is  made  up  and  signed,  or  the  term  of  the 
court  is  concluded,  there  is  no  power  remaining  in  that  court  or  in  its 
successor  to  amend,  alter,  or  annul  any  such  order,  decree,  or  judgment, 
but  that  errors  could  be  corrected  only  by  appeal  or  by  a  review  under 
statute  authority. 

In  reply  it  was  contended  that  the  right  of  the  claimant  to  file  his 
petition  was  sustained  by  Adams'  Equity,  419 ;  Daniel's  Ch.,  1584,  and 
the  cases  there  cited.  Those  cases  supported  the  doctrine  that  where  a 
decree  has  been  obtained  by  fraud  the  court  will  restore  the  parties  to 
their  former  situation,  whatever  their  rights  may  be.  Reference  was 
made  also  to  the  case  of  Evans  r.  Bacon  (99  Mas^.,  213)  and  Plymouth 
r.  Russell  (7  Allen,  438.)  The  authority  of  Mr.  Justice  Field  was  also 
quoted,  who  said  in  the  case  of  The  United  States  r.  Castero  (5  Sawyer, 
C.  C,  628) : 

The  doctrine  that  the  juristlictioQ  of  the  court  over  a  caase  after  final  decree 
ceased  with  the  term  in  which  the  decree  is  rendered,  is  intended  to  protect  parties 
from  disturbance  and  litigation  after  the  merits  of  their  oases  have  been  fully  heard 
and  determined.  It  was  not  intended  to  protect  them  in  decrees  entered  by  mistake 
any  more  than  in  decrees  entered  by  imposition  or  fraad  upon  the  court. 

The  case  of  Campbell  v.  Cannon,  decided  by  Judge  Hunter,  third 
judicial  district  court  of  Utah,  was  cit4»d;  also  the  authority  of  Mr.  Sec- 
retary Fish,  who  said  in  the  Kastellan  cases,  reported  in  '*  Foreign 
Relations,  1875,  No.  252,  Part  1,"  as  follows  : 

I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  under  the  circumstances,  and  in  the  case  you 
state,  certificates  of  naturalization,  valid  on  their  face  and  founded  on  a  decree  of  a 
competent  court,  cannot  be  questioned  except  through  judicial  proceedinp^  instituted 
for  the  purpose,  in  which  the  correctness  of  the  facts  formerly  passed  upon  may 
properly  be  adjudicated,  and  that  it  is  not  within  the  province  oi  the  political  de- 
partment of  the  Government  to  anticipate  what  would  be  the  result  of  a  judicial  in- 
quiry into  the  question. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States,  in  answer  and  in  further  support 
of  the  points  miide  by  him,  said : 

The  rule  in  courts  of  law  is  that  a  decree  or  a  judgment  or  an  order  made  at  a 
given  term  is  not  subject  to  alteration  or  revision  at  any  subsequent  term  of  the 
same  court,  except  in  cases  where  special  authority  by  statute  has  been  given.  On 
this  principle  and  rule  of  practice  rest  all  the  statutes  of  the  various  States,  by  which 
a  party  may  have  a  review  of  a  case  even  after  execution  has  been  issued  for  the 
enforcement  of  a  judgment.  In  those  capes,  however,  the  proceeding  is  not  by  motion, 
but  by  a  writ  of  review,  supported  by  affidavits  usually,  and  by  a  declaration.  It  U, 
in  fact,  a  new  suit  relating  to  the  same  subject-matter,  and  the  authority  to  institute 
it  depends  entirely  upon  the  provisions  of  the  statute  under  which  the  suit  is  com- 
menced ;  and  common  law  courts  have  no  other  authority  in  regard  to  their  own  de- 
crees, orders,  or  jndgrrents  after  the  close  of  the  term  at  which  the  decree,  order,  or 
judgment  may  have  been  announced.  Courts  of  chancery  are  also  alike  powerless  to 
annul  a  final  decree  made  when  the  term  of  the  court  has  expired.  It  is  true,  how- 
ever, that  by  the  rules  of  equity  and  the  practice  of  equity  courts,  whenever  a  snffer- 
ing  party  wishes  to  annul  or  avoid  a  final  decree  that  has  been  made  at  a  term  of  a 
court  already  ended  he  can  obtain  what  is  equivalent  to  a  review  by  the  preparation 
of  a  new  bill,  in  which  the  grounds  for  the  rehearing  must  be  fully  set  forth  and  sup- 
ported by  the  oath  of  the  complainant.  The  court  may  then  proceed  to  a  reconsider- 
ation of  the  subject  matter.  The  proceeding,  however,  is  a  new  suit,  and  every  step 
taken  must  be  in  conformity  to  the  rules  of  the  court.  A  motion  made  at  a  term  of 
an  equity  court  to  set  aside  a  final  decree  made  at  a  former  term  of  the  court 
cannot  be  entertained.  lu  the  opinion  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  no  such 
motion  has  ever  been  made  and  entertained  in  any  equity  court  of  the  United  States. 
The  court  in  which  Kuhnagel  was  naturalized  was  a  court  of  law,  and  the  jnris^ 
diction  which  it  was  then  exercising  was  conferred  upon  it  by  a  statute  of  the  United 
States.  As  the  agent  of  the  United  States  Qovernment,  it  had  no  equity  power  what- 
soever. When  it  had  passed  upon  the  application  of  Kuhnagel  to  be  admitted  to 
citizenship,  and  had  made  the  decree,  it  had  no  other  power  remaining  except  the 
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power  to  iwne  a  certificate  of  natnralisatiou ;  and  it  is  quite  immaterial  whether  the 
eertificate  of  naturalization  was  or  was  not  issned.  Inasmach  as  the  power  to  make 
a  decree  admitting  Knhnagel  to  citizenship  was  a  power  derived  from  the  statute, 
and  ioaemuch  as  the  statute  did  not  confer  upon  the  parish  Judge  of  the  twelfth 
Judicial  district  conrt  for  the  parish  of  Rapides,  Louisiana,  any  authority  whatever 
to  annnl  the  decree  of  the  i6th  of  October,  1872,  with  stronger  reason  is  it  true  that 
DOBQch  power  existed  in  Aristides  Barbin  in  1^2;  as  Judge  of  the  twelfth  Judicial 
district  court  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  to  annul  a  decree  made  by  H.  L.  Daigre,  who 
was  Judge  of  the  twelfth  district  court  in  ld72. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  de  Geofroy, 
gave  an  opinion,  in  which  they  said : 

We  accept  the  French  citizenship  of  Knhnagel,  as  we  believe  the  certificate  of  his 
naturalization  obtained  by  misrepresentation  of  material  facts. 

In  the  case  of  Joseph  Boaillotte,  No.  130,  the  Commission  gave  an 
opinion,  in  which  they  say: 

In  the  Knhnagel  case  this  Commission  held  that  we  had  the  right  to  examine  the 
original  proceedings  for  naturalization,  and  finding  that  the  certincate  of  naturaliza- 
tion was  obtained  by  misrepresentation  of  material  faot<s,  we  held  it  to  be  null  and 
Toid. 

The  reasons  on  which  the  majority  of  the  Commission  acted  are  not 
of  record,  bat  it  is  understood  that  they  were  satisfied  that  Knhnagel 
was  not  a  minor  when  he  arrived  in  this  country,  and  that  inasmuch  as 
a  preliminary  declaration  had  not  been  made  by  him  previous  to  the 
16th  of  October,  1872,  the  proceedings  then  had  were  null  and  void. 
The  question,  therefore,  of  the  right  of  Aristides  Barbin  to  make  a  decree 
annulling  the  decree  of  his  predecessor  of  the  16th  of  October,  1872,  was 
not  considered  by  the  Commission. 

Joseph  Bouillotte  v.  The  United  States,  No.  130. 

This  case  was  analogous  in  some  respects  to  that  of  Kuhnagel,  No. 
438.    The  issue  was  the  citizenship  of  the  memorialist. 

In  the  month  of  October,  1868,  and  prior  to  the  Presidential  election 
of  that  year,  Byau  &  White,  attorneys  at  law,  applied  to  the  parish 
court  of  Bapides  Parish,  on  a  petition  signed  by  themselves  and  not 
verified  by  oath,  to  reinstate  an  alleged  record  of  citizenship,  and,  on 
said  application,  they  obtained  the  following  order : 

It  is  ordered,  a<1judged,  and  decreed  that  the  jud/^ment  of  citizenship  in  favor  of 
Joseph  Bouillotte,  to  date  and  take  effect  from  the  Ist  day  of  January,  ld54,  to  he 
revived,  resUired,  re-established,  with  the  same  force  and  effect  as  the  originals  had 
previous  to  their  destruction  by  fire  in  May,  1864. 

Byan  &  White  were  examined,  and  testified  severally,  that,  while 
they  had  no  recollection  of  the  circumstances  under  which  the  petition 
was  prepared  and  presented,  they  could  state  without  qualification  that 
they  were  authorized  by  Bouillotte  to  prepare  and  present  the  petition. 

They  asserted  that  they  had  never  presented  a  petition  unless  they 
had  authority  from  the  person  named  as  the  petitioner.  They  admitted, 
however,  that  they  had  no  recollection  of  the  facts  in  this  case. 

White  said : 

I  certainly  would  not  have  tiled  this  petition,  or  any  other  petition,  without  being 
anthorized  by  petitioner;  that  I  know,  and  is  not  a  matter  of  supposition  (p.  19^). 

Bouillotte  denied  that  he  had  any  knowledge  of  said  petition,  or  that 
he  gave  any  authority  to  Byan  &  White. 

The  reoord  showed  that  the  papers  of  the  parish  court  were  destroyed 
by  fire  in  1864,  and  that  the  legislature  gave  authority  to  the  judge  to 
hear  testimony  and  make  decrees  for  the  purpose  of  re  ea\A\A\^\uTVf,V>aL^ 
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rights  of  parties  as  land-owners  as  they  wonid  have  existed  if  the  evi- 
dences of  title  had  not  been  so  destroyed. 

Bouillotte  denied  having  been  admitted  to  citizenship  in  1854,  as  was 
stated  in  the  decree  of  1868. 

The  decree  quoted  was  dated  October  7, 1868,  and  the  next  day  Bouil- 
lotte was  registered  as  a  voter,  and  as  a  prerequisite  he  made  oath  that 
he  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  Again,  August  17,  1878,  he 
took  the  same  oath  (pp.  117-119). 

Bouillotte  admitted  that  he  had  voted  at  local  elections  and  that  he 
had  voted  once  at  a  general  election,  but  he  denied  that  he  had  taken 
the  oath  as  stated. 

One  Kelley,  who  was  sustained  by  two  witnesses  as  a  man  of  good 
reputation  as  to  truth  and  veracity,  and  not  impeached  by  any  one, 
stated  that  he  was  present  in  court  in  1853  or  1854  when  Bouillotte  took 
the  preliminary  oath  to  be  admitted  to  citizenship. 

This  statement  was  denied  by  Bouillotte. 

It  further  appears  from  the  records  in  this  case,  and  in  that  of  Kuh- 
nagel's  (reported  above),  that  many  electoral  frauds  were  committed  in 
that  parish  from  1868  to  1880. 

Subsequently,  Bouillotte  petitioned  the  jadge  of  the  twelfth  judicial 
circuit,  who  made  the  following  order  (7th  of  January,  1882): 

Thin  cause  oame  on  to  be  heard  at  the  preseni;  session  on  the  petition  of  Joseph 
Bouillotte  and  the  exhibits  filed  herewith,  and  was  argned  by  counsel  and  conaidei^d 
by  the  court.  And  the  court  bein^  of  opinion  that  Joseph  Bouillotte  is  not  a  citizen 
of  the  Uuited  States,  and  has  not  hitherto  and  never  was  admitted  to  become  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  according  to  law,  and  that  no  record  of  his  ever  having  been  so 
admitted  was  destroyed  by  fire  in  May,  1864,  or  ever  had  any  existence.     •    •     • 

It  is  therefore  *  *  *  decreed  that  the  said  decree  of  the  late  parish  court  of  the 
7th  of  October,  1868,     *    *    *    is  hereby  wholly  annulled,  vacated,  and  set  aside. 

There  was  testimony  introduced  by  the  defendant  Government  tend- 
ing to  prove  that  Bouillotte  was  not  born  in  France  at  the  time  and 
place  as  aveiTcd  in  the  memorial. 

This  point,  however,  was  not  considered  by  the  Commission. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  argued  that  Bouillotte  had  never 
changed  his  nationalit^^y ;  that  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Louisiana 
ho  had  the  right  to  vote  at  municipal  elections  and  to  hold  municipal 
offices ;  that  if  he  voted  at  general  elections  he  did  it  under  duress,  and 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  referred  to  the  history  of  the  elec- 
toral frauds  committed  in  the  Rapides  parish;  and,  further,  that  the 
decision  of  the  case  by  judicial  authority  was  final  and  conclusive  upon 
the  Commission. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  maintained  the  following  proposi- 
tions, viz : 

1.  That  Bouillotte  is  not  the  ignorant  and  incompetent  man  that  he 
represents  himself  to  be  when  he  attempts  to  repudiate  the  oath  of 
allegiance  which  he  took  and  subscribed  the  Sth  day  of  October,  1868, 
as  the  sequel  to  the  re-establishment  of  his  claim  to  citizenship  in  the 
United  States. 

2.  That  the  claimant  does  not  prove  his  birth  in  France. 

3.  It  is  proved  negatively  that  he  was  not  born  at  the  place  and  at 
the  time  alleged  in  his  memorial,  and  testified  to  by  him  on  two  differ- 
ent occasions  during  his  examination. 

4.'  That  the  certificate  of  the  birth  of  Antoine  Bouillotte  in  1815  has 
no  legal  relation  to  Joseph  Bouillotte,  inasmuch  as  the  identity  of  Joseph 
Bouillotte  with  Antoine  Bouillotte  is  not  proved,  and  ioasmuch,  fur- 
ther, as  the  circumstances  which  are  established  tend  to  show  that  they 
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are  different  persons,  born  at  different  times,  and  bearing  different 
names. 

5.  If  it  were  otherwise  in  regard  to  the  proof  touching  nativity  and 
primary  citizenship  in  France,  the  evidence  of  naturalization  in  the 
United  States  is  so*  far  conclusive  as  to  require  the  Commission  to  re- 
fuse to  take  jarisdiction  of  the  person  of  Bouillotte  and  of  the  case  as 
set  forth  in  his  memorial.  (See  the  case  of  Alexander,  Hale's  Report, 
p.  15.) 

6.  That  he  represented  himself  to  the  public  as  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  accepted  office  upon  the  basis  of  such  citizenship,  and  it  is 
not,  therefore,  competent  for  him  to  repudiate  a  citizenship  which  he 
recognized  when  he  thought  it  to  be  for  his  advantage. 

The  case  was  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction,  M.  Lefaivre  dissent- 
ing. 

fcjnbsequently,  a  motion,  supported  by  a  brief,  was  presented  by  the 
counsel  for  the  French  Republic  foi^a  rehearing,  which  was  granted. 

The  case  was  reargued  at  length.  The  counsel  for  the  French  Re- 
public contended  that  Bouillotte  had  never  lost  the  animus  revertendi. 
as  defined  in  article  17  of  the  Civil  Code  of  France ;  that  the  burden  of 
proof  was  upon  the  defendant  Government  and  not  upon  claimant. 

And,  lastly,  that  the  Commission  having  held  Kuhuagel  tobea  French 
citizen,  that  decision  should  ai)ply  to  Bouillotte. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission — Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Aldis — sustained  the  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States,  and  in  their  opinion  they  say : 

The  defenae  is :  That  the  claimant  has  eatablished  himself  in  the  United^States 
withoat  any  intention  to  retnm  to  France,  and  thereby  has  lost  his  French  citizenship 
sceording  to  the  Civil  Code  of  France. 

We  liold  that  the  declaration  of  an  intention  to  becom6  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
tnd  to  renoonce  all  allegiance  to  France  (the  first  step  in  naturalization)  is  prima  facie 
proof  of  the  *'  sans  esprit  de  retour.''  It  may  be  robutted  by  satisfactory  proof  to  the 
contrary. 

In  this  case  the  following  facts  are  proved :  The  claimant  came  to  the  United  States 
in  May,  Ib50.  In  Augnst,  IC^O,  he  came  to  Alexandria,  in  Louisiana,  and  has  ever 
once  resiiled  there — a  period  of  nearly  34  years.  Ho  has  never  retnroed  to  France. 
He  has  a  family  and  a  home.  He  has  been  established  in  business  hs  a  carpenter  and 
a  merchant,  and  has  been  reasonably  successful.  He  has  owned  real  estate  and 
buildings  for  many  years.  He  has  vote<l  and  held  office.  There  is  nothing  to  show 
that  he  has  ever  expressed  the  intention  of  returning  to  France.  His  parents  in 
France  are  dead,  and  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  he  has  either  friends  or  property 
there  to  return  to. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission  then  review  the  testimony  with  care 
and  considerably  in  detail,  and  they  say : 

In  the  Kuhuagel  case  the  Commission  held  that  we  had  the  right  to  examine  the 
original  proceedings  for  naturalization  ;  and  tinding  that  the  certiticate  of  naturali- 
sation was  obtained  by  misrepresentation  of  material  facts,  we  held  it  to  be  null  and 
void. 

In  this  case  we  examined  the  original  proceedings,  and  finding  that  they  were  not 
firandulent,  but  that  Bouillotte  nia<ie  his  declaration  voluntarily  to  become  an  Amer- 
ican citizen,  and  to  renounce  his  allegiance  to  France,  we  hold  the  declaration  suffi- 
cient and  in  nowise  attected  by  fraud. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  the  claimant  had  established  himself  in  the  United  States 
withont  any  i mention  of  returning  to  France,  and  thereby  has  lost  his  French  na- 
tionality.   The  claim  is  therefore  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

The  French  Commissioner,  Mr.  Lefaivre,  said: 

Without  renewing  the  discussion  with  my  respected  colleagues  upon  the  period  of 
eonfusion  in  civil  registers  and  in  the  evi<1ence  of  citizenship  resulting  from  civil 
war,  I  persist  in  my  suggestion  that  the  Judgment  of  a  regular  United  States  court 
denies  to  Bouillotte  the  American  citizenship,  and  asserts  consequently  l\\%  Ft^ivi^^ 
nationality.     Therefore  1  maintain  and  coniirm  my  dissenting  oprniou  Va  \»\i\&  <^«ai^. 


80  FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

Upon  the  reading  of  this  decision  the  conusel  for  the  French  Bepnblic 
entered  a  formal  protest^  on  the  ground  that  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mission was  contrary  to  the  laws  and  to  the  jurisprudence  of  France. 

I  protest  on  behalf  of  the  French  Government  againnt  the  decision  this  day  made 
and  subscribed  by  two  members  of  this  Commission  in  the  case  of  Joseph  BouiUotte 
r.  The  United  States.  According  to  the  laws  of  France  and  to  its  well-settled  jnris- 
pmdence,  this  claimant  is  a  French  citizen.  This  Commission  was  organized  under 
a  convention  directing  the  commissioners  to  apply  to  the  facts  developed  in  each  caae 
the  laws  of  the  respective  countries,  particularly  when,  as  in  this  case,  the  question 
is  one  depending^  exclusively  upon  municipal  Jurisprudence,  and  not  to  create  a  code 
of  laws  originating  in  its  own  will,  resting  on  mere  passing  impressions,  and  iu  con- 
flict with  well-established  rnles  and  usage,  and  with  public  law,  justice,  and  equity. 
The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  reserves  to  his  Government  the  right  to  assert 
its  own  laws  and  to  maintain  its  time-honored  principles.  France  asserts  it-s  ri|^ht  to 
protect  its  own  citizebs  everywhere  throughout  the  whole  world,  and  if  decisions 
rendered  here  are  of  such  a  nature  as  to  put  them  in  Jeopardy,  the  French  Govern- 
ment reserves  to  itself  the  right  to  ask  the  Government  of  the  United  States  for  a 
revision  of  decisions  entirely  unacceptable. 

Odon  Deucatte  v.  The  United  States,  No.  101. 

In  this  case  the  claimant  set  forth  in  his  memorial  that  Admiral 
Porter  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  two  lots 
of  cotton — one  numbering  391  bales  and  the  other  numbering  ^  bales, 
and  all  of  the  valne  of  $87,682.50. 

Abou  seventy  witnesses  were  examined,  and  the  record  covered  more 
than  700  printed  pages. 

Deucatte  came  to  the  United  States  from  France  in  the  year  1831, 
and  at  the  close  of  the  proceedings  he  had  been  a  resident  of  this  conn- 
try  for  about  fifty-two  years.  In  all  that  period  he  had  not  returned 
to  France,  and  upon  the  divorce  of  his  wife,  who  was  a  French  woman, 
he  was  married  a  second  time  to  an  inhabitant  of  Louisiana.  In  the 
year  1848  the  claimant  made  oath  before  the  district  court  of  Avoyelles, 
by  which  he  renounced  bis  allegiance  to  France,  and  declared  his  in- 
tention to  become  an  American  citizen.  There  was  no  evidence,  how- 
ever, that  that  intention  had  ever  been  effected  by  a  decree  of  natural- 
ization. It  was  shown  in  proof  that  in  the  year  1867  in  a  proceeding 
before  a  United  States  district  court  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  Deucatte 
had  declared  that  he  was  a  French  citizen,  and  in  the  judgment  given 
by  the  court  he  was  so  described.  It  did  not  appear,  however,  that 
the  court  had  knowledge  of  the  declaration  made  by  Deucatte  in  1848 
of  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  nor  did  it  ap- 
pear that  the  attention  of  the  court  was  called  to  the  Code  of  France, 
by  which  it  is  declared  that  the  nationality  of  a  French  citizen  is  lost 
by  residence  abroad,  "  sans  esprit  de  retour." 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Commissioner 
Aldis,  gave  an  opiniou,  in  which  they  say : 

Under  the  third  provision  of  the  Civil  Code — that  French  citizenship  shall  be  lost 
by  an  establishment  in  a  foreign  country  without  an  intent  to  return  (sans  esprit  de 
retour) — we  have  frequently  decided  that  the  declaration  of  an  intention  to  beeome 
an  American  citizen,  accompanied  by  such  facts  as  are  proven  in  this  case,  are  fdU 
and  satisfactory  proof  of  the  loss  of  French  citizenship.  In  consistency  with  these 
decisions  we  find  that  the  claimant  is  not  a  French  citizen,  and  are  therefore  obliged 
to  disallow  the  claim. 

The  reasons  assigned  would  lead  legally  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Commission  intended  to  dismiss  the  claim  upon  the  ground  that  the 
tribunal  had  not  jurisdiction. 
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The  French  commissioner,  M.  Lefaivre,  dissented  from  the  conchisions 
of  the  majority,  and  said: 

In  my  opinion  the  declaration  of  the  claimant  of  his  intention  to  become  an  Anier- 
icau  citizen,  made  in  1848,  was  only  the  first  step  in  the  process  of  naturalization, 
and  this  intention  was  never  carried  out.  First,  we  find  the  claimnnt  in  1867,  in  a 
proceeding  before  the  United  States  district  court  in  Illinois,  declaring  himself  to  be 
a  Freoch  citizen,  and  the  judgment  of  that  coi^t  so  characterizing  him.  It  was  not 
necessary,  in  order  to  give  jurisdiction  to  the  court,  that  the  claimant  should  declare 
himself  a  French  citizen.  Therefore,  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt  the  truth  of  the  dec- 
laratioD  and  the  correctness  of  the  finding  of  the  court. 

Moreover,  there  is  no  proof  that  the  claimant  ever  vot«d  or  held  office  in  this  coun- 
try, and  numerous  witnesses  testify  to  his  French  citizenship  and  his  expressed  inten- 
tion to  retnrn  to  France.  He  must,  therefore,  be  considered  as  having  retained  his 
French  citizenship. 

Jean  Petit  v.  The  United  States,  No.  255. 

The  claimant  averred  in  his  memorial  that  on  or  about  the  29th  day 
of  Jane,  1863,  General  Butler  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the 
United  States  quantities  of  lumber  and  other  movable  property,  of  the 
valae  of  $15,040.  He  also  averred  that  his  place  of  business  was 
wroDgfully  seized  and  closed  by  General  Butler,  to  the  damage  of  the 
memorialist  in  the  sum  of  $80,000  more. 

It  appears  also  from  the  memorial  that  Petit  was  naturalized  by  the 
district  court  of  the  parish  of  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  in  the  year 
1868. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  interposed  a  demurrer,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  claimant  was  not  a  citizen  of  France,  but  was  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States. 

Thereupon  the  memorialist  filed  an  amendment  to  his  memorial,  in 
which  he  set  forth  that  in  the  year  1870  he  left  the  United  States,  re- 
turned to  France,  and  resumed  at  once  his  nationality  as  a  French  citi- 
zen, and  that  since  that  time  he  had  exercised  all  the  rights  of  a  citizen 
of  France,  and  had  been  recognized  as  such  by  the  French  authorities. 
In  the  month  of  September,  1881,  five  months  after  his  original  me- 
morial was  filed,  he  was  reinstated  as  a  citizen  of  France  by  the  act  of 
the  French  authorities. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  mere  fact 
of  his  return  to  France  in  1870,  although  followed  by  acts  of  citizenship 
and  by  a  recognition  of  his  citizenship  by  the  French  authorities,  did 
not  constitute  him  a  citizen  of  France.  In  support  of  this  position  the 
18tli  article  of  the  Civil  Code  of  France  was  quoted,  in  these  words : 

A  native  of  France  who  shall  have  lost  his  citizenship  may  always  recover  it  on  re- 
^nterinjQ^  France  with  the  authorization  of  the  kinc,  and  on  declaring  that  he  wishes 
to  remain  there,  and  that  he  renounces  all  distinction  contrary  to  French  law. 

Article  17  of  the  French  Code  was  also  cit^d,  in  which  it  is  declared 
that  French  citizenship  is  lost  by  naturalization  acquired  in  a  foreign 
country.  Renting  upon  the  fact  of  the  naturalization  of  Petit  in  the 
United  States  and  the  17th  and  18th  articles  of  the  Code  of  France,  the 
counsel  for  the  United  States  claimed  that  Petit  did  not  become  a  citi- 
zen of  France  until  the  12th  day  of  September,  1881,  when  he  was  duly 
reinstated.  As  the  date  of  his  reinstatement  was  not  only  subsequent  to 
the  date  of  the  treaty,  but  subsequent  also  to  the  presentation  of  his 
claim,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended  that  the  Commission 
had  not  jurisdiction  of  his  case.  The  special  counsel  for  the  claimant 
made  answer  as  follows : 

The  evidence  in  the  case  shows  that  Petit  was  horn  in  Bordeaux,  France,  in  1818 ; 
that  he  remaiued  a  ciMzen  of  France  until  Octoher,  1868,  whea"\ie  waaKialuxaWL'i^^^A 
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a  citizen  of  the  United  States ;  that  in  1870  he  returned  to  France  with  hie  family  and 
all  his  means,  resumed  his  native  nationality  by  his  declaratiou  and  acts,  and  that 
he  and  his  family  have  resided  there  continnonsly  since,  claiming  to  have  resumed 
his  native  citizenship,  and  that  he  has  been  recognized  as  a  French  citizen.  The  cer- 
tificate of  reintegration  as  a  French  citizen  was  only  the  completion  of  all  evidence 
on  that  XKjint  to  meet  any  technical  question  that  might  be  raised. 

The  opinion  of  Attorney-General  Black,  given  in  1857,  in  the  case  of 
Ainthor,  a  Bavarian  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  who  returned  to 
Bavaria,  was  cited  in  support  of  the  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for 
the  memorialist.    (Opinions  of  Attorneys-General,  vol.  9,  p.  63.) 

Dana's  edition  of  Wheaton  (p.  144)  was  quoted  also  in  the  case  of  a 
Prussian  subject  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  who  had  returned  to 
Prussia  when  Mr.  Wheaton  was  minister  at  Berlin.  In  that  case  Mr. 
Wheaton  said: 

Having  returned  to  the  country  of  your  birth,  your  native  domicile  and  national 
character  revert  so  long  as  you  remain  in  the  Prussian  dominions ;  and  you  are  bound 
in  all  respects  to  obey  the  laws  exactly  as  if  you  had  never  emigrated. 

The  Commission  made  an  award  to  Petit  in  the  sum  of  $2,865. 

As  the  Commission  entertained  jurisdiction  notwithstanding  the  nat- 
uralization of  Petit  in  the  United  States  in  the  year  1868,  it  is  to  be  as- 
sumed that  the  views  of  the  special  counsel  were  accepted.  It  is  not  to  be 
inferred,  however,  that  the  Commission  reached  the  conclusion  that  the 
reinstatement  of  Petit  as  a  French  citizen  in  the  year  1881  was  accepted 
as  justifying  jurisdiction,  but  that  the  jurisdiction  was  found  in  the  fact 
that  he  returned  to  France  in  1870,  and  had  acted  as  a  French  citizen 
and  had  been  accepted  as  a  French  citizen  for  the  period  of  ten  years 
and  more  previous  to  his  formal  reinstatement  in  citizenship  by  the  duly 
constituted  authorities. 

Peter  M.  Niceosi  v.  The  United  States,  No.  415. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  claimed  compensation  for  several  quan- 
tities of  cotton,  which  he  alleged  were  "lost  or  destroyed  by  reason  of 
the  war  and  the  acts  of  the  military  authorities  of  the  United  States." 

The  claimant  stated  in  his  memorial  that  he  was  born  at  Rogliano, 
Corsica,  the  28th  day  of  October,  1837.  From  the  testimony  in  the  case 
it  appeared  that  he  came  to  this  country  in  the  year  1855,  while  a  minor. 
He  also  stated  in  his  memorial  that  he  was  naturalized  at  Montgomery, 
in  the  State  of  Alabama,  the  25th  day  of  October,  1870,  and  admitted 
to  citizenship  in  the  United  States ;  but,  in  connection  with  that  state- 
ment, he  also  declared  that  he  was  then,  at  the  date  when  his  memorial 
was  filed  (May  23,  1881),  "  a  citizen  of  the  Republic  of  France."  The 
last  averment  was  sustained  by  the  proofs  to  this  extent,  namel3^,  that 
in  the  year  1871,  and  immediately  after  the  decree  of  naturalization,  the 
claimant  returned  to  France,  and  upon  his  return  he  addressed  a  com- 
munication to  the  mayor  of  Rogliano,  in  which  he  stated  his  wish  to  ex- 
ercise the  rights  of  a  French  citizen.  He  remained  in  France  till  about 
the  year  1875,  and  during  that  period  he  enjoyed  the  privileges  of  a  cit- 
izen of  the  French  Republic,  and  performed  also  a  certain  kind  of  mili- 
tary service.  Upon  his  return  to  this  country  in  the  year  1875,  and  dur- 
ing the  subsequent  years,  and  until  1878,  he  voted  and  held  office  and 
pursued  his  business  in  the  State  ot  Alabama.  At  the  date  of  the  me- 
morial Nicrosi  was  living  at  Rogliano,  but  he  was  engaged  in  business 
at  Montgomery,  Alabama. 

On  this  statement  of  facts  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended 
that  Nicrosi  had  never  been  restored  to  citizenship  in  France  by  the  act 
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of  the  authorities  duly  constituted  to  reinstate  him;  that  his  return  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  exercise  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  a 
citizen  in  this  country,  were  sufficient  to  justify  the  conclusion  legally 
that  he  intended  to  continue  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
.  The  counsel  for  the  French  Eepublic  contended  that  his  declaration 
of  intention  to  exercise  the  rights  of  a  citizen  of  the  French  Republic 
leinstated  him  in  citizenship,  and  this  in  view  of  the  fact  that  his  name 
appeared  upon  the  electoral  lists  of  the  Commune  of  Eogliano  for  the 
years  1875  to  1881,  inclusive. 

The  claim  was  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction  by  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Commission.    In  their  opinion  they  say : 

This  claimant  was  naturalized  in  the  United  States.  He  went  back  to  France,  bat 
did  not  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  civil  code  to  become  again  a  citizen  of 
FraDce.  He  came  back  to  the  United  States,  and  there  claimed  the  rights  of  an 
American  citizen. 

Oscar  Chopin  v.  The  United  States,  No.  692. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  claimed  compensation  for  various  articles 
of  movable  property',  of  the  value  of  $31,371.73,  alleged  to  have  been 
seized  the  13th  day  of  May,  1863,  by  Major  Robertson,  of  the  First  Regi- 
ment of  Louisiana  cavalry.  « 

The  claimant  was  the  son  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  who  was  a  citizen 
of  France  and  a  resident  of  Louisiana;  where  he  died  in  the  year  1870^ 
leaving  as  his  heirs-at-law  four  children,  of  whom  the  memorialist  was 
one,  and  who  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  others  in  the  prosecution  of  this 
claim.    The  wife  of  the  said  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin  died  at  a  time  pro- 
rioas  to  the  death  of  her  husband.    Eugene  Chopin,  a  daughter  of  Jean 
Baptiste  Chopin,  having  married  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  named 
Henry,  so  much  of  the  claim  as  otherwise  would  have  inured  to  her 
benefit  was  withdrawn  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic.    After 
the  presentation  of  the  memorial,  and  during  the  pendency  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, Oscar  Chopin,  the  memorialist,  died,  leaving  as  his  heirs-at- 
law  a  widow  and  five  minor  children.    The  four  children  of  Jean  Bap- 
tistie  Chopin  were  born  in  the  United  States,  and  the  minor  children  of 
Oscar  Chopin,  grandchildren  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  were  also  born  in 
the  United  States.    The  record  showed  that  the  children  of  Jean  Bap- 
tiste Chopin  had  visited  France,  and  had  resided  in  that  country  for 
brief  periods  of  time. 

On  these  facts  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  maintained  that  the 
Commission  had  not  jurisdiction  of  the  case,  inasmuch  as  the  claimants^ 
having  been  born  in  the  United  States,  were  made  citizens  of  the  United 
States  by  the  fourteenth  amendment  to  the  Constitution.  This  as  to 
the  children  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  and  with  stronger  reason  as  to 
the  children  of  Oscar  Chopin. 

An  award  was  made  by  the  united  action  of  the  Commission  in  the 
sum  of  $2,111.  There  was,. however,  no  order  as  to  the  distribution  of 
the  sum  so  awarded,  nor  any  indication  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
Commission  as  to  the  citizenship  of  the  children  of  Oscar  Chopin.  It 
may,  however,  be  assumed  fairly  that  the  Commission  were  of  oi)iuioa 
thai  the  children  of  Jean  Baptiste  Chopin,  although  born  in  this  coun- 
try, were  citizens  of  France,  and  that,  inasmuch  as  the  death  of  Oscar 
Chopin  occurred  after  the  ratification  of  the  treaty  and  after  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  memorial,  his  right  to  reclamation  had  become  so 
vested  that  it  descended  to  his  children  independently  of  the  question 
of  their  citizenship  in  France. 
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Arthur  Denis,  Testamentary  Executor  of  L.  F.  Fouoher,  Mar- 
quis DB  CiRC^,  V.  The  United  States,  No.  603. 

This  claim  was  preferred  Id  behalf  of  the  heirs  of  Louis  Frederic 
Foucher,  Marquis  de  Circ6,  who  died  in  France  the  22d  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1869.  It  was  alleged  in  the  memorial  that  the  United  States  troops 
took  and  destroyed  property  and  buildings  upon  the  Foucher  plantation, 
in  the  parish  of  Jefferson,  Louisiana,  in  the  years  1863  and  1864,  of  the 
value  of  $88,449. 

The  facts  of  record  were  these : 

Foucher  was  born  in  the  year  1798  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  prov- 
ince of  Louisiana,  then  a  part  of  the  dominions  of  Spain.  He  was  there 
resident  with  his  father,  Pierre  Foucher,  in  the  year  1803,  when  the  ter- 
ritory of  Louisiana  was  transferred  to  the  United  States.  Louis  Fred- 
eric Foucher  remained  at  New  Orleans  until  the  year  1836,  when  he  re- 
moved to  France,  where  he  continued  to  live  until  his  death  in  November, 
1 869.  During  his  residence  in  France  for  a  third  of  a  century  he  exercised 
the  rights  and  enjoyed  the  privileges  of  a  citizen.  He  owned  a  chateau 
and  he  assumed  the  inherited  title  of  Marquis  de  Circ^.  But  there  was 
no  evidence  of  record  that  he  was  ever  reinstated  or  naturalized  in  con- 
formity to  the  code  of  France. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  upon  the  author- 
ity of  the  decision  of  the  Commission  in  the  case  of  Egle  Aubry  (No.  25), 
that  Foucher  became  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  by  the  treaty  of  ces- 
sion of  the  territory  of  Louisiana  in  1803;  that  his  residence  in  France, 
even  with  the  attending  circumstances,  did  not  entitle  him  to  be  consid- 
ered a  citizen  of  that  country,  and  that  consequently  the  Commission 
could  not  take  jurisdiction  of  the  case.  It  wiis  admitted  by  the  counsel 
for  the  United  States  that  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  of  Louisiana, 
in  a  case  entitled  "The  State  of  Louisiana  vs.  The  Succession  of  the 
Marquis  de  Circ6,''  had  held  that  he  was  at  the  time  of  his  death  a 
French  citizen  within  the  meaning  of  both  the  French  law  and  the  law 
of  Louisiana. 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Eepublic  maintained  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  father  of  Louis  Frederic  Foucher  was  born  in  Louisiana  when  that 
province  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of  France,  his  descendant,  Louis 
Frederic  Foucher,  was  a  citizen  of  France  and  not  affected  by  the  ces- 
sion of  the  territory  of  Louisiana  by  France  to  Spain,  then  by  Spain  to 
France,  then  by  France  to  the  United  States.  It  was  also  claimed  by 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  that  the  opinions  of  certain  French 
lawyers,  whose  words  were  quoted  in  the  brief,  should  be  accepted  as 
the  evidence  of  experts  in  regard  to  the  law  of  France.  M.  Harrisse, 
speaking  of  the  French  law,  said : 

Citizenship  is  conferred  in  the  forms  given  in  my  6r8fc  cross-interrojfatory.  It  is 
evidenced  by  public  notoriety  and  enjoyment  and  practice  of  certain  political  rights 
which  are  conferred  on  French  citizens  onlj',  snch  as  the  registry  ot  voting  at  elec- 
tions or  inscription  on  the  electoral  lists.  But  as  the  law  does  not  prescribe  the  rales 
of  evidence  for  such  cases,  it  springs  from  circumstances. 

The  certificate  of  the  minister  of  the  interior  was  also  relied  upon. 
He  said  in  substance  that  Louis  Frederic  Foucher,  Marquis  de  Circ6, 
born  at  New  Orleans,  had  been,  in  view  of  the  evidence  produced,  con- 
sidered to  be  French  and  inscribed  on  the  electoral  list  of  the  seventh 
arrondissemeut  of  Paris  for  the  years  18G4  to  1869,  and  that  his  inscrip- 
tion on  that  list  established,  until  the  contrary  was  proved,  that  he  was 
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French.    M.  Jason,  a  French  lawyer,  who  was  examined  as  an  expert, 
Baid: 

I  consider  the  F/euch  uationality  of  Louis  Frederic  Foocher,  Marquis  de  Circ^.  as 
proved,  first,  by  the  judf^ment  of  the  tribunal  of  the  Seine  of  April  11,  A.  D.  1851,  order- 
ing the  rectification  of  the  birth  certificate  of  his  son,  and  the  addition  of  the  name  of 
Circ^,  which  had  been  omitted — an  addition  which  the  tribunal  could  order  only  after 
the  Marquis  de  Circ6  had  established  his  quality  of  French  citizen;  second,  by  the 
inscription  of  L.  F.  Foucher  de  Circ6  on  the  electoral  lists  of  the  seventh  arrondisse- 
menton  presentation  to  the  competent  municipal  officers  of  documents  establishing 
his  quality  of  French  citizen. 

The  Commission,  b^^  a  unanimons  decision,  allowed  the  claim  for  the 
snm  of  $9,200. 

This  act  was  a  recognition  of  tbe  citizenship  of  Foucher  in  France ; 
hat  whether  the  conclusion  was  reached  upon  the  ground  that  the  father 
of  Foucher  was  a  citizen  of  France,  and  that  the  son,  although  born  in 
the  territory  of  Louisiana,  then  a  province  of  Spain,  followed  the  con- 
dition of  his  father,  or  whether  the  Commission  were  of  opinion  that  the 
removal  of  Foucher  to  France  in  1836  and  his  continuous  residence  there 
for  a  third  of  a  century  and  during  his  life,  coupled  with  the  fact  that 
he  was  recognized  as  a  citizen  of  France,  although  formal  ])roceedings, 
as  required  by  articles  9  and  10  of  the  French  Code,  had  not  been  com 
plied  with,  justified  the  conclusion  legally  that  he  was  a  citizen  of  France, 
does  not  appear. 

Bleze  Motte  v.  The  United  States,  No.  282. 

The  claimant  asked  compensation  for  a  horse  and  other  personal  prop- 
erty, alleged  to  have  been  of  the  value  of  $298,  and  to  have  been  seized 
by  Captain  Bunker,  of  the  Forty-first  Eegiment  of  Massachusetts  Vol- 
unteers. 

In  the  testimony  given  by  Bleze  Motte  (p.  11)  it  appeared  that  he 
"  was  a  slave  owner  before  and  during  the  late  war." 

The*counsel  for  the  United  States  filed  a  demurrer  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission,  upon  the  ground  that  the  said  Bleze  Motte  had  lost 
bis  citizenship  in  France. 

There  were  three  other  cases  in  which  demurrers  were  filed  or  argu- 
ments made,  based  upon  the  fact,  either  admitted  or  proved  in  each 
case,  that  the  memorialist  had  been  the  owner  of  slaves.  They  were 
Pierre  Nougu6,  No.  323,  David  de  Laureal,  No.  97,  and  Ladmirault,  No. 
476. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  CTnited  States  that  slave- 
holding,  under  the  circumstances  in  the  several  cases  specified,  operated 
to  denationalize  a  French  citizen,  the  act  being  contrary  to  certain  de- 
crees of  the  French  Government,  which  were  cited  as  follows,  namely  : 

A  decree  of  the  French  Government,  No.  296,  dated  April  27, 1848,  entitled  '^D^cret 
relatif  k  I'aboiition  de  Tesclavage  dans  lea  colonies  et  possessions  franc-aises,"  pro- 
Tides  in  article  8  as  follows : 

**A  I'avenir,  mdme  en  pays  stranger,  11  est  interdit  ^  tout  fran^ais  de  posn^der, 
d'acheter  oa  de  vendre  des  esclaves,  et  de  participer,  soit  directement,  soit  indirecte- 
ment,  h  tout  tratic  on  exploitation  de  ce  genre.  Tonte  infraction  ^  ces  dispositions 
entrainera  la  perte  de  la  quaUt<^  de  citoyen  fran^ais.''  (Bnlletin  des  lois  de  la  K^pn- 
bliqoe  Fraii9ais,  No.  32.) 

By  the  act  of  the  National  Assembly  of  France  of  the  11th  of  February,  1851,  it  is 
provided  as  follows : 

'*  Article  unique.  Le  d^lai  que  Varticle  8  du  d6cret  du  27  Avril  1848  accorde  aux 
Fran^ais  ^tablis  k  I'^tranger,  pour  afiranchir  ou  aligner  les  Esclaves  dont  ils  sont 

roaaeaseurs,  est  fLx6  k  dix  ans.''    (Bnlletin  des  lois  1851, 10  s^rie,  lois  et  d^cret«  7 — 304 
409,  page  220.) 
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By  tlie  executive  decree  of  the  7th  of  May,  1858,  the  8th  article  of  the  decree  of 
1848  was  countrued  im  follows : 

"Article  unique.  Le  paragraphe  2de  Particle  8  du  d^cret  du  27  avril  1848  est  mo- 
A\^6  aiiisi  qu'il  suit: 

**  Le  present  article  n'est  pas  applicable  aux  propri^taires  d^esclaves  dont  la  poft- 
eession  est  autiSrieure  au  d6cret  du  27  avril  1848,  ou  rdsulterait,  soit  de  succession, 
8oit  de  donation  entre  vifs  ou  testamentaire,  SQit  de  conventions  matrimoniales." 
(Bulletin  des  lois.  No.  607,  XI  series.     B.) 

The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  interposed  the  following  declara- 
tion in  support  of  his  motion  to  set  aside  the  demurrer : 

I.  Article  II  of  the  Convention  of  January  15,  1880,  contains  the  following  provis- 
ion: 

"  But  no  claim  or  item  of  damage  or  iniuiy  based  upon  the  emancipation  of  slaves 
shall  be  entertained  by  the  Commission." 

This  provision  excludes  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  all  and  every  claim 
growing  out  of  the  loss  of  slaves,  in  whatever  form  said  loss  may  have  occurred. 

Unless  all  the  processes  of  reasoning  are  uusound,  this  implies  that  Frouchmeu  who 
held  slaves  may  make  claims  before  this  Commission  for  any  damage  done  to  their 
person  or  property,  except  as  to  the  exclusions  enumerated  iu  the  above-quoted 
article. 

II.  The  assumption  that  this  Commission  has  the  power  to  denationalize  Frenchmen 
is  most  strenuously  resisted  on  behalf  of  the  Government  of  the  French  Republic. 
Whatever  might  be  the  legislation  of  France  on  the  question  of  ownership  of  slaves, 
and  whatever  its  effects  upon  French  citizenship,  it  belongs  exclusively  to  French 
courts  to  execute  it. 

III.  The  convention  is  part  of  the  law  of  the  two  countries,  and  it«  effect  is  to  set 
aside  and  annul  every  act  of  municipal  legislation  in  so  far  as  the  same  may  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  convention.  The  convention  itself  being  the  last  expres- 
sion of  the  will  of  the  contracting  powers,  does  away  with  any  act  which  might  be 
Leld  inconsistent. 

IV.  This  Commission  has  no  right  whatever  to  inquire  into  the  questi«^tn  raised  by 
the  counsel  for  the  United  States.  It  is  submitted  that  the  pleading,  by  means  of 
"^^'hich  this  question  was  raised,  ought  to  be  set  aside  without  any  further  argument 
or  delay. 

V.  Should  the  Commission  entertain  doubts  on  this  point,  the  counsel  for  the  French 
Republic  contends  that  it  is  net  within  its  province  to  inquire  farther  into  the  ques- 
tion ;  it  should  be  referred  at  once  to  the  high  contracting  parties. 

VI.  The  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  enters  his  formal  protest  against  any 
fiirther  proceedings  intended  to  give  jurisdiction  to  this  Commission  over  questions 
which  tend  to  distort  the  clear,  distinct,  and  positive  meaning  of  a  solemn  compact 
between  two  great  nations. 

VII.  Pleadings  interposed  to  that  effect  are  frivolous,  aud  ought  not  to  be  connte- 
uanoed. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  submitted  the  following  argument 
in  support  of  the  demurrer : 

These  decrees  operated  to  deprive  the  claimants  in  the  cases  at  bar  of  cttizedship 
in  France,  without  any  act  of  the  Government  of  France  or  its  tribunals.  The  decrees 
of  that  Government  and  the  acts  of  the  claimants  in  holding  slaves  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  ten  years  prescribed  by  the  act  of  the  National  Assembly  of  France  of  the 
11th  of  February,  1851,  deprived  them  of  French  citizeuship  in  France  as  effectually 
as  though  they  had  been  naturalized  in  the  United  States. 

In  the  case  of  a  person  born  in  France  and  naturalized  in  the  United  States  this 
Commission  will  look  only  at  the  evidence  by  which  his  naturalization  is  prove<l.  In 
the  case  of  a  person  born  in  France,  and  holding  slaves  contrary  to  the  decrees  re- 
ferred to,  the  duty  of  the  Commission  is  fully  performed  when,  upon  au  examination 
of  the  proofs,  there  seems  to  be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  the  acts  of  the  claimant  are 
in  violation  of  the  decrees. 

The  loss  of  citizenship  in  such  a  case  is  not  due  to  the  act  of  the  Commission,  but 
is  due  entirely  to  the  circumstance  that  the  claimant,  by  his  own  acts,  violated  the 
laws  of  his  native  country.  The  penalty  attached  to  that  violation  operates  instantly 
44nd  without  the  agency  or  the  decision  of  any  tribunal.  The  only  question  before 
the  Commission  is,  did  the  claimant  hold  slaves  iu  violation  of  the  decrees  and  laws 
of  the  French  Government  f  If  so,  then  the  Commission  must  hold  that  he  is  not  a 
French  citizen,  precisely  as  they  wonld  in  case  of  his  naturalization  iu  the  Unit<5d 
States. 

The  French  Code  in  several  of  its  articles,  as  well  as  in  the  decrees  quoted,  assumes 
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that  a  person  born  in  France,  and  by  his  birth  entitled  to  citizenship  in  that  conntry, 
may  lose  his  citizenship  withont  acquiring  a  new  nationalty. 

The  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  Stases  (sec.  1999)  assert  the  right  of  expatria- 
tion in  these  words : 

"Any  declaration,  instruction,  opinion,  order,  or  decision  of  any  officer  of  the  Uui- 
XmX  States  which  denies,  restricts,  impairs,  or  questions  the  right  of  expatriation,  is 
declared  inconsistent  with  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  Republic." 

It  TDust  therefore  be  accepted  as  a  settled  rale  of  f  andamental  law,  both  in  France  and 
the  United  States,  that  a  citizen  of  either  country  may  lose  all  his  rights  of  citizenship 
in  the  country  of  his  birth,  and  this  without  acquiring  corresponding  rights  in  another 
country. 

It  cannot  be  doubted  that  a  French  tribunal  within  the  territory  of  France,  and 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  person  and  of  the  case,  would  be  competent  to  decide  the 
onestion  of  the  citizenship  of  a  person  born  in  France  who  ha4  held  slaves  in  violation  of 
tne  decrees  quoted.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the  case  at  bar  that  such  decisions  have 
be«a  rendered  ;  but  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  claims  that  this  honorable  Com- 
inission  is  endowed  by  the  treaty  with  full  power  to  decide  whether  a  claimant  is  a 
lYeoch  citizen,  and  that  that  power  with  reference  to  the  cases  at  the  bar  of  the  Com- 
iDisBion  is  as  ample  as  could  be  confeired  by  the  French  Government  upon  any  tribunal 
within  the  territory  of  France. 

This  Commission  is  at  the  same  time  a  tribnnal  of  France  and  a  tribunal  of  the  United 
States ;  and  it  is  clothed  with  all  the  authority  that  could  be  conferred  by  either  Gov- 
eminent  upon  any  tribnnal  within  its  territorial  juridiction  in  all  questions  arising 
ander  the  treaty  and  pending  before  the  Commission.  The  question  of  citizenship  is 
one  of  those  questions,  and  a  primary  one  in  its  nature.  It  is  claimed  by  the  counsel 
for  the  United  States  that  this  Commission  cannot  do  otherwise  than  pass  upon  the 
qa&stion  of  citizenship,  and  in  pasiiing  npon  that  question  they  will  examine  and  apply 
the  laws  and  decrees  of  France  and  the  laws  of  the  United  States  precisely  as  those 
taws  and  decrees  wonld  be  applied  by  the  French  tribunals  on  the  one  hand  and  by  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  on  the  other  in  cases  within  their  jurisdiction  respectively, 
Xor  is  it  necessary  for  this  Commission  to  inquire  whether  the  loss  of  citizenship  was 
prescribed  by  the  French  Government  as  a  penalty  for  slaveholding.  It  is  by  the 
decrees  a  consequence  of  slaveholding,  and  inasmuch  as  by  the  treaty  a  person  not 
a  citizen  of  France  can  have  no  standing  before  the  Commission,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  commissioners  to  consider  the  matter,  not  in  the  light  of  an  infringement  of  the 
law  and  the  infliction  of  a  penalty,  but  in  the  light  of  a  duty  imposed  upon  it  to  as- 
certain whether  the  claimant  is  a  French  citizen  or  not. 

The  provisions  of  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  quoted  by  the  counsel  for  France 
do  not,  in  the  judgment  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  relate  to  nor  in  any 
manner  affect  the  qnestions  pending  in  the  cases  at  bar.  If  the  reasoning  of  the 
counsel  for  the  French  Republic *be  accepted  that  from  this  article  the  inference  is 
plain  and  unambiguous  that  if  the  claimant  has  **  two  items  of  claim,  one,  say,  for  cot- 
ton and  the  other  for  slaves,  the  last-named  is  barred,'^  but  the  first  is  valid,  it  does 
not  follow  that  a  person  who  held  slaves  contrary  to  the  decrees  is  entitled  to  a 
standing  as  a  Frencn  citizen.  It  might  happen  that  by  the  laws  of  succession  there 
might  have  been,  except  for  the  treaty,  a  claim  for  compensation  for  slaves  lost  by 
the  original  owner,  and  yet  the  person  making  the  claim  might  not  himself  have  held 
slaves  in  violation  of  the  decree  of  1848,  and  the  decrees  in  addition  theretio.  It  may 
also  with  propriety  be  said  that  the  declaration  in  the  treaty  that  no  compensation 
should  be  made  for  the  loss  of  slaves  in  no  manner  militates  against  the  doctrine  of 
the  French  decrees  that  a  slaveholder  should  lose  his  citizenship  in  France.  In- 
deed, it  may  well  be  assumed  that  a  country  which  had  denationalized  its  citizens  on 
account  of  slaveholding  would  be  unwilling  either  to  make  compensation  for  slaves 
emancipated  or  to  claim  compensation  for  its  own  citizens  for  such  emancipated 
slaves  at  the  hands  of  another  government. 

If  it  appear  upon  the  evidence  before  the  Commission  that  the  claimant  lost  his 
citizenship  in  France,  whether  by  naturalization  in  another  country  or  by  absence 
from  France,  without  the  intention  of  returning,  or  by  taking  office  in  a  foreign 
conntry,  or  by  holding  slaves  contrary  to  the  decrees,  then  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Commission  to  refuse  jnri8<liction  of  the  case,  inasmuch  as  it  can  have  no  jurisdiction 
of  the  claimant  if  by  any  jwjt,  or  by  any  process,  or  by  the  operation  of  any  law,  or 
any  decree,  his  citizenship  in  France  has  btren  either  transferred  to  another  country 
or  been  lost  by  Uim  in  the  conntry  of  his  birth. 

The  powers  and  duties  of  the  Commission  in  the  cases  at  bar  are  the  same  in 
their  legal  character  as  in  those  case-s  where  a  French  citizen  has  left  France  without 
the  inteution  of  returning  or  has  held  office  in  a  foreign  country. 

By  the  French  code  the  consequence  or  penalty  of  leaving  France  without  the  in- 
tention of  returning,  or  of  holding  office  in  a  foreign  country,  is  loss  of  citizenship.  The 
counsel  for  the  United  States  does  not  entertain  a  doubt  that  the  Commission  would 
decline  to  take  jurisdiction  when  either  of  these  facts  was  proved. 
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Bv  the  decrees  of  the  French  Government  the  consequence  or  penalty-  of  slave- 
holding  is  loss  of  citizenship,  and  the  duty  and  powers  of  the  Commission  are  as  ap- 
plicable to  the  case  of  the  slaveholder  as  to  the  case  of  an  office-holder  or  of  a  perma- 
nent resident  in  a  foreign  country. 

It  follows,  then,  upon  an  application  of  the  decrees  and  laws  of  France  to  the  facts 
established  by  the  testimony  in  the  case  at  bar,  that  the  claimants,  not  being  citizens 
of  France,  have  no  standing  before  this  Commission,  and  that  they  should  be  hence 
dismissed. 

In  reply  it  was  claimed  by  the  special  counsel  for  the  claimant — 

1.  That  the  objection  is  founded  on  a  mere  play  upon  the  double  meaning  of  the 
word  **  citizen,"  and  that  the  expression  "perte  de  la  quality  de  citoyen  fran^ais," 
used  in  the  law  of  1848,  means  no  more  than  the  loss  of  the  right  to  vote  and  the  right 
to  hold  office. 

II.  That  the  forfeiture  of  citizenship  denounced  upon  offenders  against  this  law 
must  be  determined  by  direct  judicial  proceedings  against  the  offender,  and  cannot  be 
enforced  collaterally. 

III.  That  no  one  but  the  French  Government  can  take  advantage  of  the  forfeiture^ 
and  it  is  a  subject  which  cannot  be  gone  into  at  the  instance  of  a  foreign  government. 

lY.  That  the  intent  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  as  manifested  by  historical  cir- 
cumstances, evidently  wa«  to  include  such  claimants  as  the  present,  even  though 
slave-holders. 

In  support  of  these  positions  it  was  claimed  that  the  term  "citoyen 
franfais,"  as  used  in  that  law,  was  not,  and  never  had  been,  analogous 
to  the  term  "  American  citizen,"  as  used  in  the  American  law  ;  that  it 
meant  a  French  voter  ;  that  the  term  to  indicate  a  "  citizen  "  of  Prance 
in  the  broad  sense  of  one  under  the  allegiance  and  protection  of  France, 
whether  man,  woman,  or  child,  was  not  "citoyen  franjais,"  but  ''Fran- 
5ais"  simply.  It  was  contended  that  the  analogous  term  of  the  two  sys- 
tems of  law,  French  and  American,  were  as  follows : 

American  citizen — Fran^ais. 

American  voter,  capable  of  holding  offices— oitoyen  franyais. 

Citations  were  made  from  Eivi^.re's  "  Codes  Fran5ais  etLois  usuelles,'^ 
as  follows : 

$  7.  L'exercice  des  droits  civils  est  inddpendant  de  la  quality  de  citoyeu  laquelle  ne 
s'acquiei't  et  ne  se  conserve  que  conforin^nient  k  la  loi  constitutionelle. 

$  8.  Tout  Fran^ais  jouira  des  droits  civils.     (Code  Civil,  liv.  1,  tit.  1,  ch.  1.) 
Art.  VIIL  Constitution  de  la  R^pnblique  fran^aise  (22  frimaire,  an  VIII).     Titre 
ler — De  Pexercicc  des  droits  de  cit6.     Art.  ler. 

2.  Tout  hanime  u6  et  r^sidant  en  France,  qui,  dgi  de  21  ans  accomplis,  s'est  fait  in- 
scrire  sur  le  rdgistre  civique  de  sor  arrondissement  communal,  et  qui  a  demeyr6  depuis 
pendant  1  an,  sur  le  territoire  ^e  la  R6publique,  est  citoyen  fran^ais.  (Riviere, 
Codes  Fran9ai8,  &Cy  vol.  2,  p.  73.) 

Also  from  the  Dictionary  of  the  Academy,  s.  v.  citoyen  : 

Citoyen  fran^iSy  se  dit  de  Quinconque  jouit  in  France  des  droits  politiqnes,  tels  que 
le  droit  de  concourir  a  I'dlection  des  d<Sput<Ss,  celai  de  si6ger  aux  assises  en  quality  de 
jur^,  d&o. 

Extract  from  Lawrence's  Wheaton,  in  tliese  words,  were  also  cited : 

According  to  the  constitutional  jurists,  other  than  those  of  England  and  the  United 
States,  the  right  of  voting,  or  of  at  least  being  eligible  as  an  elector,  is  the  test  of  citi- 
zenship. The  Dutch  publicist,  Thorbeck,  says,  in  a  discourse  delivered  at  the  Hague, 
entitled,  ^*Des  droits  du  citoyen  d'aujourd'hui,'*  which  was  translated  into  French  in 
1848  for  M.  Foilix's  review  :  '^  What  constitutes  the  distinctive  character  of  our  epoch 
is  the  development  of  the  right  of  citizenship  {droit  de  cit^.  In  its  most  extended,  as 
well  as  in  its  most  restricted  sense,  it  includes  a  great  many  properties  (faculty).  The 
right  of  citizenship  is  the  right  of  voting  in  the  government  of  the  local,  provincial, 
or  national  community  of  which  one  is  a  member.  In  this  last  sense,  tlie  right  of 
citizenship  signifies  a  participation  in  the  right  of  voting  in  the  general  govemmont 
as  a  member  of  the  state.''  Rev.  Fr.  &  Etr.  tom.  t.,  p.  383.  (Lawrence's  Wheaton, 
p.  893.) 
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Id  France  there  haa  always  been  a  distinction,  since  naturalization  was  made  a  sub- 
ject of  legislation^  between  the  character  of  a  Frenchman,  enjoying  merely  civil  rights^ 
and  that  of  a  citizen,  the  attributes  of  whose  character  were  the  possession  of  political 
rights.  The  Code  Civil  says,  liv.  i,  tit.  i,  $  7:  "The  exercise  of  civil  rights  is  independ- 
ent of  the  quality  of  citizen,  which  is  only  acquired  and  preserved  in  conformity  with  the 
constitutional  law.''  $8.  Every  Frenchman  shall  enjo;  civil  rights.  The  Code,  $  9,  re- 
gards as  a  Frenchman  ever^^  person  bom  in  France  of  a  foreign  father,  who,  within  a  year 
after  his  majority,  declares  his  intention  to  claim  the  quality  of  a  Frenchman,  by  com- 
plying with  the  provisions  as  to  residence,  and  also,  $  10,  every  child  of  a  Frenchmau 
bom  in  a  foreign  country.  $  12.  A  foreign  woman,  who  marries  a  Frenchman,  fol- 
lows the  condition  of  the  husband.  $  13.  Alkthe  civil  rights  may  also  be  enjoyed,  so 
long  as  he  resides  there,  by  a  foreigner  admitted  by  the  authority  of  the  sovereign  to 
establisb  his  domicile  in  Fmnce.  And  Pailliet  says,  writing  under  the  charter  of 
Loois  XVIII,  '*The  rights  of  a  citizen,  or,  in  other  word.s,  political  or  municipal 
rights,  consist  in  the  action  which  the  charte  accords  to  Frenchmen  who  have  the 
qaality  of  citizens,  t-o  concur  by  their  votes  in  the  formation  of  the  Chamber  of  Depu- 
ties, and  of  being  eligible  to  it.  Every  Frenchman  does  not  enjoy  political  and  muni- 
cipal rights.  To  enjoy  them  it  is  not  sufficient  to  be  a  Frenchman ;  it  is  necessary  to 
be,  moreover,  a  citizen."  Manuel  de  Droit  Frangais,  p.  9.  (Lawrence's  Wheatou, 
pp.912,  913.) 

It  waft  farther  claimed  that  the  Commission  conld  not  receive  parol 
testimony,  or  the  claimant's  own  admissions  of*  statements  under  oath^ 
showing  that  he  was  not  a  citizen  of  France,  after  his  birth  in  France 
had  been  established ;  that  nothing  short  of  or  less  than  record  evidence 
of  such  naturalization  could  be  admissible  before  the  Commission  ta 
show  a  change  or  loss  of  citizenship.     It  was  also  claimed  that  mere 
parol  evidence,  or  the  mere  admissions  or  statements  under  oath  of  a 
claimant,  could  not  be  entertained  by  the  Commission  to  either  confer 
or  tx>  confiscate  citizenship  in  any  case  whatsoever.    It  was  claimed, 
farther,  that  the  decree  of  France  must  be  treated  in  the  nature  of  a 
penal  code ;  that  a  judicial  finding  must  follow  under  every  penalty  of 
law  before  the  citizen  could  be  declared  to  fall  under  the  forfeiture  of 
the  penalty',  and  that  no  question  could  be  raised  by  parol  testimony 
against  a  party  where  the  liability  to  penalty  in  any  case  had  not 
beeu  judicially  ascertained.    It  was  said  that  France  had  not  yet  estab- 
lished any  method  of  ascertaining  what  portion  of  its  citizens  resident 
in  the  United  States  had  fallen  under  the  decree,  or  what  particular 
political  rights  they  had  lost.    And  it  was  claimed  that  the  Commission 
coald  not  go  further  int^o  these  premises  than  the  French  Government 
had  gone^  that  the  Commission  could  find  loss  of  citizenship  only  after 
the  proper  FrencJh  authorities,  in  a  direct  proceeding,  had  declared  the 
same ;  that  fact  to  be  shown  only  by  the  record.     It  was  claimed  that 
it  was  for  the  French  Government  to  enforce  its  penal  enactments,  and 
when  that  government  did  not  choose  to  inflict  penalty,  the  violation  of 
the  law  was  not  the  business  of  any  foreign  Government.    Slavehold- 
iog  was  made  a  criminal  offense  by  the  decree,  and  no  other  nation  than 
France  could  enforce  the  criminal  law. 

In  reply  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  said  that  he  made  no  claim 
that  the  commission  had  power  to  denationalize  Frenchmen,  but  that» 
under  the  treaty,  it  had  power  to  inquire  whether  a  citizen  of  France 
had  been  denationalized  by  the  act  of  the  Government  of  France,  or 
whether  he  had  denationalized  himself  by  any  act  of  his  own.  It  waa 
contended  that  in  the  cases  at  bar  the  question  was  whether  the  claim- 
ants by  their  own  acts  in  holding  slaves  in  violation  of  the  decrees  and 
laws  of  France  had  denationalized  themselves;  that  in  every  case  the 
first  question  was  whether  the  Commission  had  jurisdiction  over  the  per- 
son who  appeared  in  the  attitude  of  a  claimant.  It  was  claimed  further 
that  for  more  than  thirty  years  a  decree  had  been  in  operation,  first  un- 
der the  Republic,  then  under  the  Empire,  and  again  under  t\ieTJ«^\v\>\\e,^ 
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by  which  French-born  subjects  holding  shvves  under  certain  circum- 
stances were  declared  to  be  no  longer  French  citizens;  that  l).v  opera- 
tion of  law,  when  the  treaty  was  nititied,  all  those  persons  were  excluded 
from  citizenship  in  France,  and  their  claim  to  be  considered  French 
citizens  was  no  better  than  it  would  have  been  if  a  formal  decree  had 
been  made  in  a  competent  tribunal  denationalizing  them;,  and  that  it 
was  therefore  to  be  assumed  that  the  French  Government,  when  the 
treaty  was  ratified,  had  in  mind  the  exemption  from  the  operation  of 
tlie  treaty  of  all  such  persons. 

The  Commission,  by  judgment  of  two  of  its  members,  Baron  de  Arinos 
and  M.  de  Geofroy,  asserted  jurisdiction  in  all  these  cases,  and  made 
awards  in  each.  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis  dissented,  and  in  the  case  of 
Pierre  Nougu6  v.  The  United  States,  Na  323,  filed  an  opinion,  which 
is  printed  in  the  Appendix  and  marked  "Exhibit  G.'' 

FRANgois  E.  Parrenin  v.  The  United  States,  No.  62. 

The  claimant  in  this  case  said  in  his  testimony  (p.  17) :  "  When  I  came 
to  this  country  I  came  with  the  intention  of  remaining  permanently." 

Upon  that  statement  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  quoted  article 
17  of  the  Code  of  France,  which  enumerates  the  acts  by  which  a  French 
<;itizen  may  lose  the  quality'  of  citizenship,  and  especially  this:  "  3°. 
Enfin  par  tout  6tablissement  fait  en  pays  stranger,  sans  esprit  de  re- 
tour."  It  was  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  there 
was  no  evidence  in  the  case  showing,  or  tending  to  show,  that  any  tri- 
bunal in  France  had  passed  upon  the  fact  of  the  citizenship  of  Parrenin  in 
that  country,  and  he  claimed  that  it  was  for  the  Commission  to  decide 
that  question.  Contending  that  the  Commission  was  duly  authorized 
to  decide  the  question  of  citizenship  in  the  pending  case,  he  submitted 
that  the  treaty-making  power  was  one  of  the  highest  powers  ev^er  exer- 
<;ised  by  independent,  sovereign  governments,  and  that  by  and  within 
the  jurisdiction  granted  to  the  Commission  by  the  treaty  of  January  15, 
1880,  it  had  all  the  legal  qualities  of  investigation  and  deliberation  and 
final  judgment  that  could  be  granted  to  any  municipal  tribunal  either 
in  the  United  States  or  in  France.  And,  further,  that  inasmuch  as  there 
was  no  evidence  that  any  French  tribunal  had  passed  upon  the  question  of 
the  citizenship  of  Parrenin,  and  as  the  decision  of  that  question  was  vital  in 
the  pending  case,  it  was  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  decide  whether 
by  the  laws  of  France  and  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  by  the 
laws  of  either  country,  in  the  absence  of  statutes  in  the  other  affecting 
the  question,  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  France.  He  claimed, 
further,  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  inquire  whether 
Parrenin  had  gained  citizenship  in  another  country.  That  as  a  matter 
of  law  or  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  not  true  that  every  person  is  a  cit- 
izen or  subject  of  some  country  or  government.  The  doctrine  of  ex- 
patriation being  admitted  in  the  French  Code,  and  declared  by  the  laws 
of  the  United  States,  it  was  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  inquiie 
whether  the  memorialist  htul,  by  his  own  acts,  such  as  accepting  office 
under  a  foreign  Government,  buying,  holding,  or  selling  slaves,  or  re- 
siding abroad  without  the  intention  of  returning  to  France,  deprived 
himself  of  citizenship  in  that  country. 

In  reply,  it  was  claimed  by  the  special  counsel  for  the  memorialist 
that  inasmuch  as  the  claimant  was  a  native-born  French  citizen,  and 
had  not  been  naturalized  in  or  made  a  citizen  of  any  other  country,  it 
followed  as  a  legal  conclusion  that  he  remained  a  citizen  of  France.    In 
support  of  this  position  he  asserted  it  as  a  "fact  universally  declared 
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and  admitted  in  the  writings  of  publicists  that  every  human  being 
must  have  a  nationality,  a  society,  or  state,  or  government  to  which  he 
belongs."    "All  authorities,"  it  was  contended  by  the  special  counsel, 
^*on  public  law  declare  that  every  person  must  have  a  country — a  na- 
tionality; and,  further,  that  the  country  or  government  of  origin  re- 
mains to  each  person,  and  stamps  him  with  its  character  and  citizen- 
ahip,  until  by  some  well-defined  public  act  he  renounces  that  national- 
ity and  takes  upon  himself  a  new  citizenship."     In  support  of  this 
position  the  authority  of  Mr.  Webster  was  cited;  also  of  Attorneys- 
General  Gushing,  Black,  and  Williams.    The  opinion  of  tbe  Supreme 
Court  in  the  case  of  *'  The  Charming  Betsey  (2  Cranch,  pp.  64-119)  and 
in  the  case  of  Almanstien  v.  Lynham  (U.  S.  Rep.,  Vol.  100,  p.  484)  were 
referred  to.    Decisions  of  courts  of  France  were  also  cited  to  the  effect 
that  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  all  Frenchmen  absent  from  the  country 
intend  to  return  to  France,  and  consequently,  that  nothing  but  the 
most  direct  and  undoubted  evidence  would  do  away  with  such  presump- 
tion. 

The  Commission  decided  unanimously  to  allow  the  sum  of  $300  to 
the  claimant.  The  commissioner  for  the  United  States  placed  his  name 
to  a  note,  in  which  he  says  : 

In  sif^iD^  this  decision  I  waive  the  question  whether  the  claimant  had  established 
himself  in  the  United  States  without  intent  to  return  to  tVance,  so  that  if  in  any  case 
hereafter  that  question  should  arise  I  uinst  reserve  ray  freedom  of  action  upon  the 

question. 

In  the  case  of  Elise  Lebret  v.  The  United  States,  No.  173,  the  com- 
missioner for  France,  Mr.  de  Gcofroy,  assented  to  the  position  of  the 
majority  of  the  Commission  that  she  was  not  a  citizen  of  France,  but 
upon  the  ground  that  her  long  residence  in  the  United  States  justified 
the  legal  conclusion  on  his  part  that  she  was  absent  from  France  with- 
out an  Intention  to  return. 

Joseph  Camy  v.  The  United  States,  ^o.  656. 

It  was  averred  in  the  memorial  in  this  case  that  Camy  was  a  citizen 
of  France,  and  that  averment  was  sustained  by  the  proofs.  He  also  set 
forth  in  his  memorial  that  ^<on  the  12th  day  of  June,  1863,  he  sold  and 
assigned  bis  claim  or  the  proceeds  6f  the  said  cotton  to  the  firm  of 
Dathil  &  Faisans,  of  New  Orleans.'^  He  stated  also  that  he  was  ad- 
vised that  the  assignment  was  null  and  void. 

Upon  this  statement  in  the  memorial  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 
interposed  a  demurrer,  and  alleged  that  the  claimant  had  no  title  in  the 
claim  presented,  he  having  assigned  all  his  right  and  interest  therein  to 
Dathil  &  Fasians  in  June,  1863. 

The  claim  was  for  41  bales  of  cotton,  valued  at  $16,500.  The  as- 
8>?;nee8,  Duthil  &  Faisans,  tiled  a  chiim  for  the  same  cotton. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  prior  to  the 
treaty  the  claim  was  not  a  right,  or,  if  a  right,  it  did  not  belong  to  the 
^]m  of  assignable  rights.  It  was  alleged  that  "  the  practical  test  of  a 
""'tjlit  is  the  existence  of  a  remedy  to  enforce  it.  A  law  cannot  be  said  to 
?ive.  a  right  when  it  does  not  give  an  appropriate  remedy."  The  cases 
j'tOgden  V.  Saunders  (12  Wheaton,  259)  and  Gunn  i\  Barry  (15  Wal- 
^^^  610)  were  cited  in  support  of  this  position.  It  was  further  con- 
f^iuled  that  the  act  of  the  (Government  was  a  '^tort,"  and  that  the  right, 
"there  had  been  one,  would  have  been  a  right  of  action  Ibr  damages  for 
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a  tort,  and  that  the  assignment  of  snch  a  claim  was  not  permitted  either 
at  law  or  by  the  rules  of  equity. 

In  reply,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  said  that,  except  for  the 
circumstance  that  some  of  the  assignees  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  the  Government  of  the  United  States  would  be  without  interest 
in  the  question  raised.  He  referred  to  his  argument  in  the  case  of  Bo- 
man  V.  The  United  States,  No.  553,  and  to  the  decision  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  the  case  of  Wiltz,  administrator  of  Delrien.  In  the  latter  case, 
it  having  appeared  that  the  commissioners  were  of  the  opinion  that  a 
right  was  vested  in  the  person  injured  at  the  moment  of  the  injury,  it 
was  a  reasonable  legal  inference  that  the  right  became  at  that  instant 
a  subject  of  assignment. 

In  this  case  the  Commission  gave  an  opinion  as  follows:  ^ 

Washington,  April  21,  1832. 

This  case  has  been  heard  upon  demurrer  to  the  memorial. 

The  memorial  states  that  the  claimant  on  the  12th  Juue,  1863,  *^  sold  and  assigned 
his  claim  on  the  proceeds  of  the  cotton  to  the  firm  of  Duthil«&  Faisans,  of  New  Or- 
leans." 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  claims  that  such  sale  and  assignment  was  legal, 
and  that  thereby  the  claimant  ceased  to  have  any  title  to  the  claim,  and  is  not,  there- 
fore, entitled  to  present  it,  and  have  an  award. 

The  claimant  says  in  his  memorial  that  he  is  advised  that  the  assignment  is  null 
and  void.  He  does  not  claim  that  the  assignment  was  not  made  according  to  the 
agreement  of  the  parties  to  it,  or  that  it  is  void  for  fraud,  or  other  sach  cause,  but 
only  that  it  is  not  legally  valid. 

In  No.  657,  Duthil  &,  Faisans  present  the  same  claim  as  assignees  of  Gamy. 

It  is  plain  that  there  can  be  only  one  awanl  for  the  claim,  if  Camy  is  legally  enti- 
tled to  it  Duthil  &  Faisans  are  not;  if  they  are  entitled  to  it  Camy  is  not. 

The  grounds  upon  which  the  counsel  for  Camy  claim  the  right  to  recover  are  — 

1st.  That  the  claim  of  Camy  against  tlie  United  States  is  not  an  assignable  right ; 
and, 

2d.  That  by  the  statute  of  the  United  States  all  assignments  of  such  claims,  before 
allowance,  are  null  and  void. 

The  convention  under  which  we  act  is  silent  upon  the  question  whether  the  orig- 
inal claimant  may  not  assign  his  claim  to  another. 

The  commissions  heretofore  established  by  treaty  between  the  United  States  aud 
other  powers  for  the  settlement  of  such  claims  have  recognized  the  right  of  the  orig- 
inal claimant  to  transfer  his  claim  to  another.  The  rules  of  the  British  and  Amen- 
can,  the  Mexican,  and  the  Spanish  Commissions  recognize  the  right  and  require  the 
transfer  to  be  set  forth  in  the  memorial.  The  rules  of  this  Commission  also  recognize 
the  right. 

Several  cases  of  awards  to  assignees  may  be  found  among  the  decisions  of  the  Brit- 
ish and  American  Claims  Commission. 

We  think  the  claim  existed  and  vested  in  the  claimant  a  right  to  relief  and  com- 
pensation when  the  acts  of  taking  the  cotton  and  converting  it  to  the  use  of  the 
United  States  were  committed.  True,  there  was  no  court  or  tribunal  to  which  the 
claimant  could  present  his  claim  and  obtain  judgment  and  compensation,  but  his 
moral  right  existed,  and  the  establishment  of  this  tribunal  recognized  it  and  gave 
him  a  legal  remedy  for  his  right  becanse  no  other  existed.  To  sa^'  he  has  no  legal 
right  because  there  is  no  established  tribunal  to  give  him  a  remedy  is,  in  a  certain 
narrow  and  technical  sense,  true.  But  we  think  international  commissions  estab- 
lished for  the  very  purpose  of  giving  a  remedy  where  none  existed  before  stand  upon 
a  higher  principle,  viz,  that  rights  to  relief  and  compensation  do  exist;  that  they 
arose  at  the  time  the  acts  were  committed ;  that  they  are  recognized  as  rights,  and 
that  interartional  commissions  are  created  because,  from  the  very  nature  of  such  acts 
and  the  claims  arising  from  them,  they  do  not  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
other  tribunal. 

It  is  urged  that  as  the  statute  of  the  United  States  makes  assignments  void,  that 
statute  must  operate  to  annul  the  assignment  of  Camy.  We  think  that  statute  does 
not  apply  to  the  rights  and  claims  of  foreigners  whose  rights  cannot  come  before  any 
American  tribunal  for  decision.  That  statute  was  made  to  prevent  frauds,  upon  the 
Treasury.  It  cannot  fairly  be  extended  to  affect  the  claims  of  foreigners  coming  be- 
fore an  international  commission. 

We  hold,  therefore,  that  the  demurrer  is  sustained,  and  the  claim  must  be  disal- 
lowed because  the  claimant  has  no  title  to  the  claim  or  it«  proceeds. 
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Henry  Ruty  v.  The  United  States,  No.  369. 

Id  this  case  it  was  alleged  and  proved  that  the  claimant  was  a  citizen 
of  Frauce ;  bat  it  appeared  also  that  he  had  become  a  voluntary  bank- 
rupt under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  It  was  claimed  by  the  coun- 
sel for  the  United  States  that  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Camy  was 
applicable  to  the  case  of  Ruty. 

The  records  of  the  bankruptcy  court  showed  that  the  claim  against 
the  United  States  was  not  entered  upon  the  schedule  of  assets  ;  and  it 
was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that,  inasmuch  as  it 
vas  not  so  entered,  the  title  did  not  pass  from  Ruty  to  the  assignee, 
bat  remained  in  Ruty. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  is  contended  that  by  the  act  of 
a^si^nment  the  title  to  all  the  property  of  the  memorialist  passed  from 
the  bankrupt  to  the  assignee  by  virtue  of  the  statute  of  the  United 
States  (14  Stat,  at  Large,  p.  523),  and  that  it  was  immaterial  to  inquire 
whether  the  bankrupt  included  the  item  upon  his  schedule  or  omitted 
to  notice  it. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  the  concurring  vote  of  Baron  de  Arinos 
and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis.  The  question  of  jurisdiction  did  not  arise 
in  this  case,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  'that  the  commissioners  who 
signed  the  award  of  disallowance  were  of  opinion  that  the  assignment 
in  bankruptcy  passed  the  title  from  the  bankrupt  to  the  assignee. 

Henbi  Dubos  v.  The  United  States. 

The  memorialist  claimed  the  sum  of  $25,000  as  compensation  for  his 
arrest  at  New  Orleans  the  6th  day  of  September,  1862,  by  order  of 
Major-General  Butler,  and  his  confinement  in  the  custom  house  and  at 
Sliip  Island  until  the  24th  day  of  December  of  that  year. 

The  testimony  showed  that  Dubos  was  a  writer  for  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished at  New  Orleans,  called  the  Compilateur.  Dubos  was  a  resident 
of  New  Orleans  when  the  city  was  captured  by  the  forces  of  the  United 
States.  The  first  day  of  May,  1862,  General  Butler,  as  commander-in- 
chief,  proclaimed  martial  law  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans.  In  that  proc- 
lamation was  this  inhibition : 

No  publication,  either  by  newspaper,  pamphlet,  or  hand-bill,  giving  accounts  of 
the  movements  of  soldiers  of  the  United  States  within  this  department,  reflecting  in 
any  way  npon  the  United  States  or  its  officers,  or  tending  in  any  way  to  influence  the 
pablic  mind  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  will  be  penuitted. 

It  was  apparent  that  the  articles  written  by  Dubos,  and  signed  by 
him  and  published  in  the  "  Compilateur,"  were  a  violation  of  the  procla- 
mation in  the  particular  cited,  and,  although  this  point  was  contested  by 
the  counsel  for  the  memorialist,  the  majority  of  the  Commission  in  their 
findings  accept  the  fact  as  established. 

In  the  proclamation  of  General  Butler  was  this  declaration: 

All  foreignera  not  naturalized  and  claiming  allegiance  to  their  respective  Govern- 
ments, and  not  having  made  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  supposed  government  of  the 
Confederate  States,  will  be  protected  in  their  persons  and  property  as  heretofore  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  this  was  a 
guarantee  by  General  Butler  that  he  would  not  enforce  martial  law 
agniust  the  class  of  citizens  described,  of  which  Dubos  w^as  one. 

It  appeared  also  from  the  testimony  that  the  morning  after  the  proc- 
lamation was  issued  General  Butler  appointed  Major  Bell  provost- 
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judge,  and  Colonel  French  provost-marshal.  Thereupon  Colonel  French 
notified  the  public  that  he  assumed  the  position  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
rying out  such  of  the  provisions  of  the  proclamation  as  were  not  left  to 
the  municipal  action,  and  he  called  attention  particularly  to  the  ])rohi- 
bition  against  publications  in  newspapers  of  notices  and  resolutions  in 
commendation  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States.  The  record  showed 
that  General  Butler  assumed  personal  jurisdiction  of  the  case  of  Dnbos, 
and  that  upon  his  order  he  was  first  confined  in  the  custom-house  at 
New  Orleans  and  afterwards  sent  to  Ship  Island. 

The  majority  of  the  commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  M.  de  Geofroy» 
gave  judgment  for  the  claimant  in  the  sum  of  $800. 

The  commissioner  for  the  United  States  filed  a  dissenting  opinion^ 
and  in  that  opinion  he  stated  that  upon  consultation  with  his  colleagues 
he  found  that  they  concurred  with  him  in  these  propositions: 

Ist.  That  General  Bntler  had  authority  to  declare  martial  law  in  New  Orleans,  and 
that  his  proclamation  of  martial  law  was  both  authorized  and  justifiable; 

2d.  That  it  applied  to  aliens  in  New  Oiloaus,  and  that  they  were  bound  to  obey  it« 
regulations  the  same  as  other  inhabitants  of  the  city. 

3d.  That  Dnbos,  in  publishing  the  articles  complained  of,  exposed  himself  to  arrest 
by  the  military  authorities. 

*4th.  That  his  arrest  was  therefore  in  the  first  instance  justifiable. 

But  he  adds  that  his  colleagues  held — 

That  Dnbos  should  have  been  tried  by  a  military  commission  for  the  ofl'ences  charged 
against  him;  that  General  Butler  did  not  establish  an  arbitrary  Government,  bat 
settled  and  recognized  certain  restrictions  to  his  own  authority,  and  announced  the 
principles  and  rules  of  his  administration,  and  that  the  instructions  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  armies  of  the  United  States  in  the  field  required  that  "whenever  fea«i- 
ble  martial  law  should  be  carried  out  in  cases  of  individual  ofienders  by  military 
courts." 

It  appears  from  this  statement  that  the  award  was  not  based  upou 
the  absence  of  authority  in  the  commanding  general  to  proclaim  martial 
law,  nor  in  the  fact  that  his  requirements  were  not  reasonable,  nor  in 
the  fact  that  Dubos  was  not  guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  rules  so  estab- 
lished, but  that  the  imposition  of  the  penalty  by  the  act  of  the  com- 
manding general  was  a  violation  of  the  proclamation,  and  also  of  the 
rules  and  articles  of  war. 

The  histoiy  of  the  case  is  presented  in  detail  in  the  opinion  of  Com- 
missioner Aldis,  which  may  be  found  in  the  appendix,  marked  Ex- 
hibit H. 

Jules  Le  More  v.  The  United  States,  !N^o.  594. 

A.  C.  Le  Mobe  v.  The  United  States,  No,  698. 

Athenais  Chretien  Le  More  was  the  widow  of  Alfred  Charles  Le 
More,  and  presented  the  claim  as  administratrix  of  his  estate.  Alfred 
Le  More  ayd  Jules  Le  More  were  members  of  the  firm  of  Edward 
Gautherin  &  Co.,  which  consisted  of  Edward  Gautherin  and  Alfred 
and  Jules  Le  More.  This  firm,  as  it  appears  from  the  record,  was  en- 
gaged in  business  at  New  Orleans  for  a  time  previous  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  civil  war  and  until  tbe  city  was  taken  by  the  forces  of 
the  United  States  in  April,  1862.  At  the  time  of  the  capture  of  the 
city  this  finn  had  a  contract,  not  then  completed,  with  the  Confederate 
authorities  for  the  delivery  to  the  Confederate  Government  of  a  large 
quantity  of  gray  military  cloth.  While  the  members  of  this  firm,  with 
the  exception  of  Gautherin,  were  resident  at  New  Orleans,  they,  in  the 
month  of  June,  1862,  through  their  agent,  delivered  to  the  Confederate 
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aiitborities  at  Matamoros,  in  Mexico,  about  609  bales  of  gray  military 
clotb,  measuring  I98,368|  yards,  aud  all  of  the  value  of  $405,483.08. 
Payment  was  not  made  at  Matamoros,  but  a  receii)t  was  given  by  an 
officer  of  the  Confederate  army.  Previous  to  the  delivery  of  the  cloth 
a  deposit  had  been  made  by  the  Confederate  authorities,  first  with  the 
French  consul  at  New  Orleans,  and,  subsequently,  with  the  Bank  of 
New  Orleans,  of  $405,000.  Upon  the  presentation  of  the  receipt  for 
cloth  given  at  Matamoros  this  sum  of  $405,000  was  paid  to  Gaotherin 
&  Co.,  the  Le  Mores  being  then  the  resident  members  and  managers  of 
the  firm.  Upon  the  discovery  of  this  trans^iction  by  General  Butler, 
Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More  were  arrested  and  brought  before  him.  Af- 
ter an  examination  made  by  General  Butler,  Alfred  Le  More  was  sent 
to  Fort  Pickens,  where  he  was  confined  from  the  15th  of  November  to 
the  26th  of  the  same  month,  and  subjected  to  the  further  penalty  of 
wearing  a  32-pound  cannon  ball  and  6  feet  of  iron  chain.  From  No- 
vember 28  to  December  20  he  was  imprisoned  with  otjiers  in  the  New 
Orleans  custom-house.  Jules  Le  More  was  also  examined  by  General 
Bntler,  and  by  his  order  was  sent  to  Fort  Jackson,  where  he  was  con- 
fined without  other  penalty,  and  was  then  brought  to  New  Orleans, 
where  he  was  kept  at  the  custom  house  with  his  brother  and  other 
priHoners. 
It  was  contended  on  behalf  of  claimants — 

1.  That  on  the  14th  of  April,  1862,  when  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was 
still  under  the  control  of  the  so  called  Confederate  authorities,  $405,000^ 
were  held  in  escrow  by  the  French  consul 

2.  That  the  following  day  the  agent  of  Gautherin  &  Co.  left  New  Or- 
leans to  deliver  the  goods  to  Confederate  authorities. 

3.  That  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  by  Admiral  Farragut,  and 
the  raising  of  the  blockade,  the  city  remained  surrounded  on  the  land 
sideby  the  lines  of  Federal  forces,  and  that  Gautherin  &  Co.  were  unable 
to  communicate  with  their  agent  who  left  New  Orleans  on  or  about  the 
14th  of  April. 

4.  That  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  the  transaction  was 
complete  on  the  14th  of  April.    (See  contract  of  sale,  chap.  4,  art.  2431.) 

It  was  contended  further  on,  behalf  of  claimants  that  the  duties  of  the 
ulien,  who  was  neutral,  were  determined  b^'  international  law  and  not  by 
the  municipal  law  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  Le  Mores  had  never 
violated  their  duties  as  neutrals. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  by  the  execution 
of  the  contract  to  deliver  to  the  Confederate  authorities  the  quantity  of 
gray  military  cloth  named,  the  Le  Mores  had  voluntarily  given  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  during  the  time  specified  in  the 
first  article  of  the  treaty,  and  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  that  article, 
and  that  consequently  the  Commission  had  not  jurisdiction  of  the  per- 
sons nor  of  the  causes. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission — Baron  de  Arinos  and  M.  de  Geof- 
Toy — held  that  the  Le  Mores,  by  the  delivery  of  the  cloth,  were  not 
guilty  of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States, 
but  the  grounds  for  the  opinion  were  not  stated. 

In  the  case  of  Alfred  Le  More  the  majority  of  the  Commission  say  : 

This  is  a  case  of  unusual  and  arbitrary  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  general  coinmaud- 
iog  at  New  Orleans. 

He  had  nu  right  to  inflict  punishment  on  the  claimant,  but  only  to  detain  him  in 
custody  for  trial.  The  punishment  of  solitary  imprisonment  at  hard  labor  with  ball 
aad  chain  was  unnecessary,  extreme,  and  much  too  severe.  In  this  case  we  allow  the 
claimant  $10,000,  without  interest. 
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In  the  case  of  Jules  Le  More  an  award  of  $4,000  without  interest  was 
made. 

A  dissenting  opinion  was  given  by  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis,  in  which 
he  says : 

1.  The  evidence  that  is  not  in  dispute  shows,  in  my  opinion,  that  the  claimanta  gave 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States. 

2.  Notwithstanding  the  conflicting  decisions  of  the  conrts,  and  the  more  conflicting 
opinions  of  the  writers  upon  international  law,  I  think  that  the  gray  cloth  famished 
by  the  claimants  should  upon  ])rinciple  be  held  to  be  contraband  of  war.  It  was  fur- 
nished voluntarily  upon  express  contract  with  the  Government  of  the  Confederate 
States  for  the  use  of  the  army.  Its  destination  was  for  some  port  of  the  Confederacy 
nearest  to  Richmond,  if  possible.  It  was  called  in  the  correspondence  **  army  eapplies." 
It  was  a  direct  and  necessary  aid  for  carrying  on  the  war.  These  are  the  elements 
which  upon  principle  constitute  contraband  goods. 

The  doctrine  and  policy  of  nations  as  to  what  is  and  what  is  not  contraband  ad- 
vance and  recede  according  to  their  necessities  as  belligerents  or  their  int'Orests  as 
neutrals;  but  the  doctrines  of  international  law  must  stand  upon  principle  to  com- 
mand the  assent  and  respect  of  mankind. 

AuaUSTA  DE  BeBIAN  V.  THE   UNITED   STATES,  No.   657. 

This  claim  was  made  by  the  daughter  of  one  Louis  de  Bebian,  a  French 
citizen,  who  was  lost  at  sea  in  the  month  of  April,  1865.  It  was  allegcil  _ 
in  the  memorial  that  at  the  outbreak  of  the  war  the  father  was  a  resideot^^z^ 
of  Wilmington,  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  and  in  employment  of 
mercantile  house  doing  business  under  the  style  of  "  O.  G.  Parsley 
<3o."  The  said  de  Bebian  left  Wilmington  the  6th  day  of  August,  1861^ 
as  a  passenger  on  board  an  English  schooner  called  the  Adelso,  and  a^ 
agent  of  the  house  of  O.  G.  Parsley  &  Co.  When  seven  days  out  of  th^ 
port  of  Wilmington  the  Adelso  was  driven  by  stress  of  weather  int<^ 
the  harbor  of  Newport,  R.  I.,  where  she  was  boarded  by  a  lieutenan 
from  the  revenue-cutter  the  Henrietta.  The  papers  of  the  Adelso, 
were  examined,  and  especially  the  papers  of  de  Bebian.  Among  th- 
papers  of  de  Bebian  were  a  letter  of  credit  and  instructions  from  Par^ 
ley  &  Co.  to  purchase  in  Liverpool  five  to  ten  thousand  army  blankets 
a  thousand  bags  of  coffee,  numerous  articles  of  clothing,  and  a  quai 
tity  of  iron  of  various  sizes,  all  to  be  shipped  in  a  French  or  Britit 
vessel  destined  to  Wilmington,  N  C.  There  was  found,  also,  amoii 
the  effects  of  de  Bebian,  a  set  of  signals  for  the  use  of  the  ve 
sel  that  should  take  the  "eturn  cargo,  and  to  be  answered  from  tl 
shore,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  return  vessel  to  make  the  riv* 
and  the  harbor  of  Wilmington.  Upon  the  disclosure  of  these  facts  ^  ( 
Bebian  was  arrested  and  imprisoned  in  Fort  La  Fayette,  where  he  w  — "^i 
detained  from  the  20th  of  August  to  the  16th  of  September,  when  ^T  h 
was  released  on  parole.  The  4th  day  of  October  following,  Mr.  Se  w 
ard,  then  Secretary  of  State,  wrote  to  the  French  minister  that  he  h — sg^d 
ordered  de  Bebian's  release  on  condition  that  he  would  not  retu_  ru 
to  the  Confederate  States.  All  of  de  Bebiau's  papers,  with  the  exct^^p- 
tion  of  the  letter  of  credit,  which  had  been  lost,  were  returned  to  hL  :wi. 

The  grounds  of  the  claim  were  set  forth  in  the  memorial  under  &  "ve 
heads;  (1)  the  arrest;  (2)  bad  treatment;  (3)  lossof  the  letter  of  cre^3rt 
and  the  consequences  thereof;  (4)  the  expense  incurred  in  attemptlTi^ 
to  recover  possession  of  the  letter  of  credit  and  to  obtain  justice;  (5j 
imprisonment,  and  the  loss  consequent  thereupon. 

The  counsel  for  the  claimant  urged  in  support  of  the  claim  that  the 
arrest  and  detention  of  de  Bebian  were  arbitrar^'^  and  without  good 
cause,  he  being  a  French  subject  traveling  on  an  English  vessel,  aud 
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oing  to  Europe  for  a  legitimate  and  commercial  purpose.  In  explana- 
ion  of  the  order  of  l^arsley  &  Co.,  directing  bim  to  purchase  soldiers* 
lankets  and  iron,  it  was  said  that  the  goods  were  to  be  disposed  of  in 
lie  regular  course  of  business,  and  that  they  were  in  no  manner  to  be 
onsidered  as  contraband  of  war.  In  support  of  this  last  position  refer- 
nce  was  made  to  the  treaty  of  Versailles  of  1786,  article  23;  the  treaty 
tetween  the  United  States  and  France  of  1778 ;  the  treaty  between  the 
Jnited  States  and  Holland  of  1782 ;  the  treaty  between  the  United 
(tates  and  Sweden  of  1783,  and  the  treaty  between  the  United  States 
knd  Spain  of  1795,  in  all  of  which  it  is  declared  in  substance  that  vari* 
ms  articles  of  merchandise  shall  not  be  reckoned  as  contraband  or  pro- 
libited  goods,  and  among  the  articles  excepted  are  ^^  all  sorts  of  cloth 
ibnd  all  other  manufactures  woven  of  wool,  flax,  silk,  cotton,  or  any 
other  materials  whatever."  It  was  claimed  also  in  behalf  of  the  memo- 
rialist that  there  wa«  no  effective  blockade  of  the  port  of  Wilmington 
the  6th  day  of  August,  1861. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  that 
de  Bebian  had  no  interest  in  the  letter  of  credit,  as  that  was  exclusively 
in  his  principals  and  not  in  himself  as  agent,  and  that  the  thii^d  and 
fourth  items  of  the  claim  were  therefore  excluded  from  consideration. 
It  was  also  contended  that  as  the  first,  second,  and  fifth  items  of  the^ 
specification  were  for  damages  for  illegal  treatment  sustained  by  de 
Bebian  in  his  own  person,  no  recovery  could  be  made  by  his  heir-at-law.. 
As  to  the  case  as  a  whole,  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the 
VDited  States  that  if  de  Bebian  were  alive  and  before  the  Commission 
as  a  memorialist  the  claim  must  be  rejected.  The  position  of  the  United 
States  was  presented  thus :   By  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  dated  April  27,  1861,  and  for  the  reasons  set  forth 
therein,  a  blockade  was  declared  of  all  the  ports  of  the  States  of  Vir- 
ginia and  North  Carolina,  including  the  port  of  Wilmington,  in  the  last- 
named  State.    The  Adelso  sailed  from  Wilmington  the  6th  day  of  Au- 
gust, 1861,  loaded  with  a  full  cargo  of  turpentine  and  rosin,  taken 
On  board  after  the  blockade  was  declared.    De  Bebian  and  his  prin- 
cipals had  knowledge  of  the  fact  that  the  entire  coast  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina  was  under    blockade.     This  is  disclosed  in   the 
^cord  in  many  places,  and  it  is  established  beyond  controversy  in 
the  circumstance  that  de  Bebian  had  among  his  papers  when  he  was^ 
s^rrested  at  Newport  a  set  of  signals  for  the  use  of  the  vessel  that 
Bhoald  take  the  return  cargo  and  to  be  answered  from  the  shore,  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  return  vessel  to  make  the  river  and  the 
harbor  of  Wilmington  and  avoid  seizure.     This  fact  is  important  as 
establishing  beyond  controversy  a  knowledge  of  the  state  of  blockade, 
and  also  that  the  blockade  was  effectual.    It  also  fastens  upon  de  Bebian 
the  responsibility  of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy  of  the  United 
States  during  the  time  specified,  and  to  which  the  inhibition  applies  in 
the  first  article  of  the  treaty.    The  escape  of  the  vessel  was  a  violation 
of  the  blockade,  and  de  Bebian  in  his  capacity  as  agent  of  the  house  of 
Parsley  &  Co.,  and  in  his  character  as  purchaser  of  goods  to  be  used  for 
the  support  of  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States,  was  an  active  party 
to  the  violation  of  the  blockade.    The  rule  of  law  as  laid  down  by  Sir 
William  Scott  is  this :  That  when  there  is  an  actual  blockade,  and  when 
the  party  charged  with  violating  the  blockade  had  knowledge  of  its 
existence,  it  is  an  act  in  violation  of  the  blockade  to  go  in  or  come  out 
vrith  a  cargo  laden  after  the  commencement  of  the  blockade.  (Lawrence's 
''Wheaton's  Elements  of  International  Law,"  p.  577.)    The  convention 
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of  1801  between  Great  Britaiu  and  Russia  contains  this  declaration, 
namely: 

*'  That  in  order  to  determine  what  characterizes  a  blockaded  port,  that 
denomination  is  given  only  where  there  is,  by  the  disposition  of  the 
power  wbich  attacks  it  with  ships  stationary,  or  sufficiently  near,  an 
evident  danger  in  entering."    (See  Siinie,  note.) 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  does  not  anticipate  that  the  coun- 
sel for  the  claimant  or  for  the  Republic  of  France  will  attempt  to  main- 
tain tlie  position  thai  the  blockade  declared  April  27,  1861,  was  not 
effective  in  the  month  of  August  of  that  year,  but  any  such  averment 
must  fail  in  presence  of  the  iact  alleged,  and  admitted  by  de  Bebian, 
that  he  hafl  in  his  ])os8essiou  and  for  use  the  system  of  signals  re- 
ferred to.  The  rule  of  law  in  regard  to  blockaee  is  fatal  to  the  claim 
for  compensation  for  loss  of  property.  A  vessel  which  has  ruu  the 
blockade  is  liable  to  seizure  and  confiscation  if  arrested  at  any  point 
between  the  place  of  ilejiarture  and  the  port  of  finai  dt'Stination, 
The  same  rule  applies  to  the  cargo,  subject  only  to  the  condition  that 
the  owners  of  the  articles  shipped  were  at  the  time  of  the  shipment 
apprised  of  the  existence  of  the  blockade.  (See  PhilUmore  on  Inter- 
national Law,  vol.  3,  par.  4()6.) 

In  the  ca^se  at  bar.  Parsley  &  Co.  and  de  Bebian  had  knowledge  of 
the  blockade,  and  it  follows,  therefore,  as  a  consequence,  that  whatever 
interest  de  Bebian  ha<l  in  the  letter  of  credit,  or  in  any  other  property  for 
which  he  might  otherwise  claim  (compensation,  he  is  barred  by  the  factof 
knowledge  of  the  blockade,  and  his  property  is  subject,  therefore,  to  all 
the  legal  consequences  of  his  act. 

The  defense  of  the  Government  against  the  claim  is,  first,  that  what- 
ever rights  of  property  de  Bebian  had  were  confiscated  by  the  rules  of 
public  law  in  regard  to  the  violation  of  a  legally-established  blockade; 
secondly,  that  the  claim  on  account  of  personal  injuries  does  not  sur- 
vive to  the  heirs-at-law  of  the  deceased ;  and,  third,  that  de  Bebian  in 
running  the  blockade,  and  in  the  transmission  of  correspondence  in 
violation  of  the  non  intercourse  act,  gave  aid  and  comfort  to  the  ene- 
mies of  the  United  States.  As  a  consequence,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Commission,  under  article  1  of  the  treaty,  to  decline  to  take  jnris- 
diction  of  the  case,  even  if  de  Bebian  were  now  alive,  and  in  the  pres- 
ence of  the  Commission  as  the  menioralist. 

The  Commission,  by  the  concurrence  of  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr. 
Commissioner  Aldis,  disallowed  the  claim ;  but  the  ground  or  reason 
for  the  disallowance  is  not  Ntate<l. 

Charles  Heidsieck  v.  The  United  States,  No.  691. 

The  memorialist  in  this  case  was  a  manufaeturer  of  one  brand  of 
Heidsieck  champagne  wines,  his  business  being  at  Kheims,  in  France. 
Previous  to  the  war  he  had  inmle  sales  in  the  United  States,  and  it  ap- 
peared that  he  had  claims  upon  persons  in  this  country  for  considerable 
sums  of  money. 

Heidsieck  was  arrested  at  New^  Orleans  the  29th  of  July,  1862,  by  vir* 
lue  of  an  order  issued  by  General  Butler.  He  was  detained  in  the  city 
of  New  Orleans  until  the  .Oth  of  August,  when  he  was  imprisoned  at 
Fort  Jackson,  where  he  remained  until  the  29th  daj'  of  the  same  month, 
when  he  was  transferred  to  Fort  Pickens.  He  was  finally  released  the 
i){\i  of  November,  having  been  in  duress  or  in  prison  110  days  in  all. 
For  this  imprisonment  he  claimed  the  sum  of  $225,000. 

He  further  alleged  that  be  was  damaged  in  reputation  in  France,aiid 
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;  he  became  a  bankrupt;  and  for  these  injuries  he  claimed  the  sum 
115,(K)0  iu  addition. 

e  alleged  also  that  he  was  the  owner  of  107  bales  of  cotton,  of  the 
le  of  $3,190,  of  which  he  had  been  disseized  by  the  military  forces 
he  United  States. 

!eidsieck  came  to  this  country  in  the  month  of  April,  1861,  for  the 
pose,  as  W21S  alleged,  of  protecting  bis  interests  in  the  North  and  in 
South.  He  parsed  from  New  York  City  through  Schenectady,  N.  Y,, 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  proceeded  to  New  Orleans,  where  he  arrived 
he  month  of  June.  After  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  there  were 
ilies  in  that  city  who  were  without  the  means  of  subsistence,  and 
u  information  received  by  General  Butler  that  there  was  at  Mobile 
ock  of  flour  purchased  by  the  city  of  New  Orleans  for  the  subsist- 
e  of  its  citizens,  he  ordered  an  arrangemeut  to  be  made  by  which  a 
imboat  was  employed  to  transport  the  flour  from  Mobile  to  New 
eans,  and  safe  conduct  was  given  to  it  and  to  the  persons  employed 
ts  service.  The  testimony  showed  that  in  the  month  of  June,  1862, 
I  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans,  Heidsieck  left  that  citj^  and 
ablished  himself  in  Mobile.  There  was  no  evidence  that  he  had  au- 
rity  to  leave  New  Orleans.  Upon  the  establishment  of  commijuica- 
1  between  Mobile  and  New  Orleans  for  the  purpose  specified,  Heid- 
;k  obtained  or  assumed  the  position  of  bar  tender  upon,  one  of  the 
Its,  and  he  was  enrolled  among  the  employes.  In  that  capacity  he 
jsed  from  Mobile  to  New  Orleans  on  three  or  four  separate  trips,  each 
npying  about  seven  days'  time.  It  was  proved,  and  admitted  also 
Heidsieck,  that  he  conveyed  letters  betweeu  New  Orleans  and  Mo- 
3.  Upon  the  discovery  of  the  fact  Heidsieck  was  arrested  and  ira- 
soued  as  stated.  When  lie  had  been  detained  forty  eight  or  fifty 
rs  the  proposition  was  made  to  him  by  General  Butler  that  he  could 
4iiD  his  release  upon  the  condition  that  he  should  return  to  Burope 
the  first  vessel  that  sailed.  This  proposition  Heidsieck  rejected. 
t  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  Heidsieck 

8  properly  arrested  as  a  spy,  and  that  the  punishment  imposed  upon 
tt  was  a  very  moderate  one  when  the  nature  of  the  oflense  committed 
liiui  was  considered. 

[t  was  claimed  by  Heidsieck  that  he  had  no  intention  to  convey  in- 

mation  that  could  affect  the  interests  of  the  belligerents,  and  that  the 

ters  which  he  brought  were,  for  the  most  part,  addressed  to  the  French 

iisul  at  New  Orleans. 

The  olaim  of  Heidsieck  was  disallowed  by  the  act  of  a  majority  of  the 

'oomission,  consisting  of  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis. 

r.  Lefaivre  dissented. 

Upon  the  rehearing,  after  motion,  the  majority  of  the  Commission 

odered  an  opinion  in  these  words : 

Washington,  March  26,  1884. 

''hiscaae  has  been  fully  considered  on  the  rehearing.  Ah  our  respected  coUeagne, 
'  coininiAsioner  on  the  part  of  the  French  Republic,  differs  from  us,  and  has  ex- 
wsed  a  dissenting  opinion,  we  deem  it  proper  to  briefly  state  our  views,  though  the 
**tion  is  purely  a  question  of  fact  resting  upon  the  evidence. 

^r.  Heidsieck,  in  the  summer  of  lh(i2,  was  a  leading  wine  merchant  of  Rheiras, 
^nce,  the  head  of  bis  house,  and  doing  a  large  business  iu  the  sale  of  champagne 
)e  both  in  Europe  and  America.     He  was  about  forty  years  old,  and  had  a  wife  and 
Idren.     He  had  an  agency  for  the  sale  of  his  wiues  in  New  Orleans,  and  in  most  of 
other  cities  of  the  United  States. 

9  Jane,  1862,  General  Butler  made  an  arrangement  with  the  Confederate  authori- 

at  Mobile,  by  which  a  stieamboat  under  a  flag  of  truce  could  pass  from  Mobile  to 

7  Orleans  and  back,  carrying  flour  to  New  Orleans,  and  returning  with  salt  to 

nle.    But,  as  it  was  all  important  there  should  be  no  correspondence  betweeu  tha 
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Confederate  citizens  of  New  Orleans  and  those  outside,  it  was  made  a  part  of  th& 
arrangement  that  no  passengers  should  be  allowed  on  the  boat,  and  all  letters  shoald 
be  carried  openly,  be  submitted  to  Captain  Thornton  for  his  inspection,  ihid  in  the 
care  and  custody  of  Mr.  Greenwood,  both  of  whom  were  Federal  officers,  and  subject 
to  the  order  of  General  Butler.  This  caution  was  necessary  to  prevent  all  communi- 
cations between  the  disaffected  Confederate  citizens  in  New  Orleans  aud  the  armiea 
on  the  outside,  who  were  planning  the  recapture  of  the  city. 

In  June,  1862,  Mr.  Heidsieck  took  the  position  of  bar-keeper  on  this  steamboat,  and 
between  that  date  and  tbe  29ih  July  he  made  four  trips  from  Mobile  to  New  Orleana 
and  back. 

That  a  gentleman  like  Mr.  Heidsieck  should  take  such  a  position  as  that — so  hum- 
ble and  so  much  beneath  him — and  should  continue  in  it  for  four  consecutive  voyages,, 
certainly  seems  surprising. 

He  gives  them,  first  (p.  33),  '*To  obtain  news,  if  possible,  from  the  French  consul- 
ate, of  my  aifairs  and  of  my  family."  It  does  Jiot.  seem  a  wise  or  a  fair  course  to  as- 
sume the  post  of  bar-keeper  to  get  such  information.  It  would  occur  to  any  one  that 
a  frank  and  open  letter  to  the  French  consul,  to  be  read  by  General  Butler  would  be 
a  better  w-ay,  and  be  open  to  no  objections.  But  even  if  this  be  an  excuse  for  so  going 
once,  still  it  cannot  be  considered  as  an  excuse  for  going  four  times,  especially  as  he 
ascertained  the  first  time  that  there  was  nothing  for  him  at  the  consulate. 

It  is  further  to  be  considered  that  he  had  directed  his  agents  in  New  York  not  tO" 
send  on  his  letters  until  they  knew  where  he  was ;  that  they  di^  not  know,  and  that 
he  had  reall.\  no  reason  to  expect  letters  at  New  Orleans. 

His  second  reason  was  that  he  agreed  with  the  captain  of  the  boat  that  he  would 
sell  the  liquors  in  the  bar  for  the  benefit  of  the  boat  (the  boat  to  furnish  them),  bat 
the  wines  for  his  own  benefit  (he  furnishing  his  own  wines),  and  that  as  the  expense 
of  living  was  very  great,  this  operation  would  give  him  a  profit  not  to  be  despised. 

As  no  passengers  were  allowed  on  the  boat  the  idea  of  a  profit  from  selling  his  cham- 
pagne wines  to  the  crew  is  plainly  no  good  reason  ;  it  is  a  pretence,  and  casta  discredit 
on  his  whole  story. 

These  are  all  the  reasons  he  gives.  The  absence  of  any  good  reason  for  his  conduct 
and  at  such  a  time  when  every  artifice  was  resorted  to  to  carry  communications  between 
the  Confederates  in  and  out  of  tbe  city,  justly  subjected  him  to  grave  suspicion. 

At  the  last  voyage  be  carried  a  package  of  letters,  as  bearer  of  dispatches,  as  he 
called  it,  to  Comte  M^jan,  tht^  French  consul.  This  package  General  Butler  opened. 
He  then  sent  for  Comte  M^jan  ;  had  a  stormy  interview  with  him ;  charged  Heidsieck 
with  bringing  letters  fraudulently,  and  ordered  him  to  be  arrested  as  a  spy  and  sent 
to  Fort  Jackson.  This  occurrred  on  July  29th.  He  arrived  at  Fort  Jackson  August 
5th.  Eight  days  after  (August  13)  General  Butler  offered  the  claimant  his  liberty  it 
he  would  ^o  to  France  by  the  next  boat  and  not  return  during  the  war.  This  he  re- 
fused. His  case  was  then  sent  to  Washington  for  the  administration  to  decide.  This 
made  delay.  Comte  M^jai}  went  to  Washington  on  his  behalf,  among  other  things.. 
Travelling  from  New  Orleans  to  Washington  was  tben  slow  and  difficult,  and  we  may 
reasonably  think  that  there  must  have  been  much  delay,  especially  if  there  was  cor- 
respondence between  Washington  and  New  Orleans. 

In  the  mean  time  the  claimant  was  sent  to  Fort  Pickens,  a  place  thought  to  be 
more  health^'  tban  Fort  Jackson. 

On  the  15th  November  the  authorities  directed  him  to  be  set  at  liberty'  upon  condi- 
tion that  he  would  leave  the  country.  The  only  difference  between  this  of^r  and  the 
one  made  by  General  Butler  being  that  he  might  go  to  New  York  and  then  t<4  France, 
iuHtead  of  going  by  tbe  first  boat. 

If  he  ha<l  accepted  General  Butler's  offer  on  the  13  th  August,  or  had  asked  to  have 
it  modified  as  to  goiug  by  the  first  boat,  he  would  have  been  in  custo<ly  only  fifteen 
da  vs. 

We  think  General  Butler  had  good  cause  for  arresting  the  claimant,  and  that  it  was- 
his  own  fault  that  his  imprisoument  was  prolonged  beyond  fifteen  days. 

The  claim  is  disallowed. 

The  commissioner  for  France  filed  a  dissenting  opinion,  as  follows : 

I  cannot  bring  my  mind  to  a  concurrence  with  my  colleague  in  disallowing  this- 
claim.     In  my  view  of  the  case  tbe  action  in  the  premises  of  General  Butler,  the  com- 
manding general  of  the  Federal  forces  at  New  Orleans,  was  arbitrary  and  illegal.. 
The  arrest  and  imprisonment  of  tbe  claimant  in  close  prisons,  situated  in  unhealthy 
localities,  for  the  period  of  on«  hundred  aud  ten  days,  without  a  trial,  was  not  only 
out  of  proportion  to  any  offense  disclosed  in  the  record,  but  was  a  violation  of  the 
law  of  nations  and  of  the  rights  of  a  French  citizen  who  was  at  the  time  under  the  safe- 
guard of  a  fiag  of  truce. 

The  failure  of  the  defendant  Government  to  produce  General  Butler  as  a  witness^. 
and  the  non-introduction  of  the  so-called  treasonable  correspondence,  is,  in  my  opln- 
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Ion,  strong  proof  thftt;  there  was  no  sufficient  evidence  to  justify  the  harsh  treatment 
to  which  claimant  was  sabjected  at  the  hands  of  the  Federal  military  commander. 

The  principle  upon  which  I  rest  my  dissent  in  this  case  has  been  indicated  and 
Muctioned  by  the  Jarispmdence  of  the  Commission  in  the  Le  More  arrest  and  im- 
priflonment  cases. 

Under  the  circumstances  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  an  award  of  $10,000. 
EuaSNE  BOOHEBEAU  V.  THE  UNITED   STATES,  No.  220. 

The  memorialist  was  a  member  of  the  commercial  firm  of  Engene 
Bochereau  &  Co.,  composed  of  Engene  Bochereau,  Albin  Eocherean, 
and  William  T.  Hepp.  Their  business  was  at  Kew  Orleans,  where  the 
two  jnnior  members  resided,  and  who  were  charged  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  bnsiness  of  the  firm.  Engene  Bochereau  resided  in  France, 
and  he  was  not  engaged  personally  in  the  affairs  of  the  company. 

In  the  month  of  March,  1862,  the  authorities  of  the  city  of  New 
Orleans  adopted  an  ordinance  by  which  the  mayor  was  authorized  to 
issae  bonds  of  the  city  to  the  amount  of  $1,000,000.  The  object  for 
which  the  bonds  were  issued  was  stated  in  the  preamble,  in  these 
words: 

Whereas  the  safety  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans  being  imperilled  by  the  exibtence  of 
the  war  now  raging,  and  the  presence  of  oar  enemies  at  the  approaches  of  the  city 
rendent  it  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  vital  intereHt  of  the  city,  not  only  to  the 
city  bat  to  the  whole  Southern  Confederacy,  that  immediate  and  ample  means  shonld 
be  placed  at  the  disposition  of  the  pnblic  authorities  to  repel  invasion,  and  for  the 
prompt  and  efficient  defense  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans  and  its  approaches :  Be  it 
therefore 

Maolved,  &c. 

Of  these  bonds  the  banking  liouse  t>f  Abat,  Generes  &  Co.,  of  the 
city  of  New  Orleans,  purchased  the  suln  of  $210,000,  and  the  firm  of 
Eugene  Rochereau  &  Go.  purchased  of  Abat,  Generes  &  Co.  bonds  of 
the  nominal  value  of  $20,000. 

After  the  capture  of  the  city  by  the  forces  of  the  United  States  an 
order  was  issued  by  General  Butler,  by  which  all  the  purchasers  of  the 
bonds  80  issued  by  the  city  of  New  Orleans  were  required  to  pay  an  as- 
sessment of  25  per  cent.  This  assessmeui  was  levied  in  August,  1862, 
Again  in  August,  1863,  a  like  assessment  was  levied  by  General  Banks. 
The  assessment  wa«  first  imposed  upon*  the  house  of  Abat,  Generes  & 
Co.,  and,  subsequently,  by  an  order  of  General  Butler,  Rochereau  & 
Co.  were  required  to  pay  ov^er  to  Abet,  Generes  &  Co.  the  sum  so  as- 
sessed, and  it  was  then  paid  by  the  last-named  house  to  the  military 
anthorities,  and  used  for  the  support  of 'the  destitute  inhabitants  of  the 
city  of  New  Orleans. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  that  the  as- 
sessment made  by  General  Butler  was  arbitrary  in  its  nature,  contrary 
to  the  rules  of  international  law,  and,  having  been  imposed  by  the  mili- 
ary authorities  of  the  United  States,  the  sufferers  were  entitled  to  com* 
pensation  under  the  first  article  of  the  treaty. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  was  contended  that  the  purchase 
^7  Bochereau  &  Co.  was  an  act  by  which  aid  and  comfort  were  given 
^  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  within  the  period  mentioned  in  the 
^ty. 

Two  points  were  made  specifically  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimants, 
Daoiely,  that  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  under  the  circumstances — Ro* 
Juereau  &  Go.  not  having  been  the  original  subscribers — could  not  be 
bleated  as  an  act  of  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States ; 
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and,  secondly,  that  as  to  Euereue  Bocbereaii,  he  was  then  in  France,  and 
was  not  cognizant  of  the  purchase,  and,  if  the  act  were  inhibited  as 
to  the  resident  partners,  their  conduct  in  the  matter  could  not  be  im- 
puted to  him. 

It  was  also  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  alien  resi- 
dents, and  all  other  parties,  had  a  right  to  carry  on  their  legitimate 
business,  and  that  the  payment  of  taxes  to  the  insurrectionary  State 
or  the  usurping  Gorernm^nt  had  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  as  fully  justifiable.  Further,  it  wa^s  claimed  that  the  right 
to  trade  within  the  limits  of  either  belligerent  gave  the  alien  resident 
the  right  to  buy  or  invest  in  the  securities  of  either  without  a  violation 
of  his  neutrality ;  that  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  of  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  in  open  market,  was  not  a  violation  of  law  at  the  time  of  the 
act,  and  the  success  of  the  United  States,  and  the  conquest  of  New 
Orleans,  did  not  convert  what  was  lawful  at  the  time  the  act  was  com- 
mitted, into  an  oftense  and  crime.  Finally,  that  General  Butler  had  no 
right  to  punish  parties  lor  trading  with  the  Confederates,  when  the 
United  States  had  no  power  to  enforce  its  authority,  and  protect  alien 
residents. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  called  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  the  bond,  which  set  forth  on  its  face  that  it  was  "issued  in  con- 
formity with  ordinance  No.  5949  of  the  city  council,  ap[)roved  3d  of 
March,  1862." 

He  maintained  that  the  reference  to  the  ordinance  was  notice,  both 
in  law  and  in  equity,  to  everybody  to  w^hora  the  bonds  were  offered, 
and  that  they  were  bound  to  make  an  examination  of  the  authority  by 
which  they  were  issued;  and  that  if  Kochereau  &  Co.,  when  these 
bonds  were  presented  to  them,  had  performed  their  duty,  they  would 
have  examined  the  ordinance  of  the  3d  of  March,  18G2,  as  specified  and 
numbered  upon  the  bond,  and  they  would  have  seen  that  the  purpose 
for  which  the  money  was  asked  and  the  loan  offered  was  for  the  de- 
fense of  New  Orleans  against  the  enemy  of  the  Confederate  States, 
which  enemy  was  no  other  than  the  United  States. 

In  support  of  the  position  that  the  purchaser  is  bound,  upon  sugges- 
tion of  record,  to  examine  the  title  to  property  that  he  proposes  to  pur- 
chase, and  if  he  neglects  to  make  the  examination  he  has  no  remedy 
over  against  the  vendor,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  cited  the 
case  of  Brush  v.  Ware  (15  Peters,  93),  the  case  of  Oliver  v.  Price  (3 
Howard,  409),  and  the  case  of  Hauover  t\  Woodruff  (15  Wallace, 
439-442). 

The  Commission  rendered  an  oi)inion  as  follows : 

Washington,  December  15,  1883. 

The  claimant  was  in  France  wlitMj  the  bonds  for  the  defense  of  New  Orleans  were 
isHUcd  and  purchased  by  the  partners  of  his  lirni  in  New  Oileans. 

H.  had  no  kuowledjxc  thereof  till  he  was  informed  that  General  Butler  had  imposed 
the  assessment  on  his  Hrm. 

We  think  the  claimant  was  not  jjuilty  of  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of 
the  United  States,  as  he  knew  nothing  of  the  purchase. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  majority  of  the  Commission  General  Butler  luid  the  right  aft 
an  act  of  military  nee»\ssity  and  iu  time  of  war  to  levy  the  assessment  on  the  enemies 
of  the  United  States  and  on  those  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
States. 

The  commissioner  on  the  part  of  France  does  not  concur  in  the  view  of  General 
Buth'r's  power  as  regarded  by  his  colleagues. 

We  allow  the  claimant  the  amount  of  his  share  of  the  assessment  paid  August  11, 
18C2,  being  §714.28,  with  interest  at  .">  pi-r  cent,  from  August  11,  1862,  and  the  further 
Bum  of  $714.2H,  with  interest  at  5  per  cent,  from  September  7,  1864. 
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Charles  J.  Dubois  t?.  The  Tnited  States,  No.  723. 

This  claim  rested  npon  tbe  same  facts  as  that  of  Eugene  Rocliereau  v. 
The  United  States,  No.  220,  with  the  exception  that  the  memorialist  was 
a  resident  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  and  there  purchased  the  bonds 
issaed  by  said  city. 
The  claim  of  Dubois  was  disallowed. 

Tbe  decision  of  the  Goraraissioners  in  the  two  cases  justifj^  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  purchase  of  the  bonds  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  issued 
ill  the  manner  ami  for  the  purpose  set  forth  in  the  record,  wa^  an  act  of 
aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  but  that  those  pur- 
chasers only  were  re8i)onsible  who  had  knowledge  of  tlie  transaction  at 
the  time,  and  whose  circumstances  were  such  that  the^'  were  bound  to 
make  an  examination  of  the  record  of  the  city  of  New  (>rleans. 

Artemis  Drez  v.  The  United  States,  No.  503. 

This  case  is  distinguishable  from  the  cases  of  Eugene  Rochereau  v 
The  United  States,  No.  220,  and  Charles  J.  Dubois  i\  Tiie  United  States, 
No.  723,  in  the  fact  that  the  claimant,  a  resident  and  citizen  of  France, 
had  an  agent  in  New  Orleans  with  whom  he  had  placed  funds  for  invest- 
ineDt.  That  agent  made  a  ])urcbase  of  the  New  Orleans  bonds  issued 
under  the  ordinance  of  the  3d  of  March,  1862.  When  Drez  received 
information  from  his  agent  that  the  purchase  had  been  made  he  in- 
structed him  to  sell  the  bonds.  It  does  not  appear  from  the  record 
whether  his  instructions  were  due  to  the  opinion  tbat  the  investment 
wa*i  an  unsafe  one  or  to  the  opinion  that  the  bonds  were  not  a  proper 
subject  for  investment. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  the  decision 
iu  the  case  of  Rochereau  ^\  The  United  States,  No.  220,  justitied  and 
required  an  award  in  favor  of  the  claimant. 

On  the  part  of  the  Uniled  States,  it  was  claimed  that  the  agents  of 
Drez  were  clothed  with  general  power  to  act,  and  that  the  principal 
was  bound  precisely  as  he  would  have  been  if  present. 

The  Commission  made  an  award  to  the  amount  of  the  assessment 
imposed  by  the  military  authorities. 

Joseph  Bruoere  v.  The  United  States,  No.  318. 

The  claimant  in  this  case  was  the  purchaser  in  the  month  of  May, 
1865,  at  public  auction,  of  certain  real  estate  in  New  Orleans  which  had 
been  condemned  under  statutes  of  the  United  States  of  the  6th  ol 
August,  1861,  the  17th  of  July,  1862,  and  the  3d  of  March,  1863,  by 
which  the  courts  were  authorized  to  condemn  and  confiscate  the  prop- 
erty of  certain  persons  engaged  in  the  rebellion.     The  title  of  record  to 
the  property  referred  to  was  in  the  name  of  John  Slidell;  and  i>roceed- 
ings  having  been  instituted  and  a  decree  of  confiscation  made,  the 
marshal  of  the  district  advertised  the  property'  and  made  sale  of  it  at 
pubHc  auction.     The  memorialist  was  the  purchaser.     The  deed  con- 
tained a  recital  of  the ' proceed ingvS,  and  included  a  statement  that  a 
writ  of  venditioni  expands  had  been  issued  by  the  district  court  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  notice  of  the  sale  had  been  published  in  certain 
newspapers.     There  was  also  a  description  of  the  premises,  and  a  refer- 
ence to  the  record  of  certain  deeds  and  mortgages.     There  were  no 
covenants  as  to  title,  and  the  conveyance  was  in  these  words: 

Now,  therefore,  know  all  men  l»y  these  presents  that  the  United  Staten  v(\vv.\^\^ 
aforesaid,  iu  coDsideration  of  tbe  prewises,  and  by  virtue  of  the  Vaws  Vn  «v3Lt\i  ^aafe 
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made  and  provided,  and  nnder  the  authority  of  the  acts  of  Congreae  of  6th  Augpst, 
1661,  and  the  17th  Jaly,  1862,  and  on  the  3d  March,  1863,  in  relation  to  confiscation, 
do  hereby  sell,  transfer,  assign,  and  set  over  nnto  the  said  Joseph  Bnigere,  as  afore- 
said, his  heirs,  administrators,  execntors,  and  assigns,  all  and  singular  the  abov^ 
described  property,  with  all  the  buildings  snd  improvements  thereon,  rights,  ways, 
privileges,  hereditaments,  and  appurtenances  to  the  same  belonging  or  in  anywise 
appertaining. 

One  of  the  acts  referred  \pj  of  the  17th  of  July,  1862,  was  a  joint  reso- 
IntioD,  io  which  it  was  provided  that  the  previous  acts  authorizing  con- 
fiscation should  ^^  not  be  so  construed  as  to  work  a  forfeiture  of  the  real 
estate  of  the  offender  beyond  his  natural  life." 

Some  evidence  was  introduced  tending  to  show  that  representations 
were  made  by  the  marshal  that  the  sale  was  of  the  fee  of  the  estate, 
and  the  claimant  averred  that  such  was  his  understanding  at  the  time 
the  purchase  was  made. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  that,  in 
view  of  the  terms  of  the  conveyance  and  the  representations  made,  the 
<TOvemment  of  the  United  States  should  be  held  responsible  for  any 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  purchaser  to  maintain  a  title  to  the  whole 
estate. 

Upon  the  death  of  Mr.  Slidell,  which  occurred  in  July,  1871,  his  heirs 
instituted  proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  the  estate,  and  a  decree  was 
made  by  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  upon  writ 
of  error  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  that  decree  was 
confirmed,  by  which  the  heirs  were  entitled  to  the  possession  of  the  estate. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  was  claimed  that  the  Government 
would  not  be  bound  by  any  representations  that  were  made  by  the  mar- 
shal, nor  by  any  covenants  which  the  deed  might  contain,  and  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  statutes  authorizing  the  confiscation  of 
property  were  public  statutes,  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they  were 
referred  to  in  the  deed  tendered  to  the  purchaser.  Upon  this  state  of 
facts  it  was  claimed  that  the  memorialist  was  put  upon  inquiry  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  estate  which  it  was  legally  competent  for  the  marshal  to 
convey,  and  that  the  memorialist  alone  was  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences of  any  misunderstanding  as  to  the  extent  of  the  title  possessed 
by  the  United  States,  and  which  the  marshal  was  authorized  to  transmit. 

The  claim  of  the  memorialist  was  disallowed  by  the  unanimous  judg- 
ment of  the  Commission. 

Louis  C'astelatn  and  Marie  Castelain,  his  wife,  v.  The  United 

States,  No.  353. 

These  memorialists,  in  the  month  of  August,  in  the  year  1864.  were 
residing  in  the  county  of  Alexander  and  State  of  Illinois,  at  a  place 
not  far  distant  from  Cairo.  The  record  showed  that  Castelain  was  en- 
gaged in  the  sale  of  groceries  and  small  wares,  and  that  his  stock  in- 
cluded a  supply  of  spirituous  liquors.  On  the  evening  of  the  21st  of 
April,  1804,  a  small  number  of  soldiers  belonging  to  the  United  States 
Army  went  to  the  house  of  the  claimants  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining, 
either  by  purchase  or  otherwise,  a  quantity  of  liquor.  Castelain  refused 
to  furnish  it,  he  having  been  warned  that  the  sale  of  liquor  to  soldiers 
was  contrary  to  the  regulations  of  the  Army.  Upon  the  refusal  of  Cas- 
telain an  attack  was  made  by  the  soldiers,  and  he  and  his  wife  were 
seriously  injured.  An  investigation  was  made  by  the  military  authori- 
ties through  a  commission,  who  in  their  report  say: 

The  commission  were  of  opinion  that  the  outrages  were  committed  by  United  States 
Boloien;  that  they  have  failed  to  discoyer  what  soldiers  were  guilty  of  the  crime,  or 
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wiiAt  offloere  shielded  them  from  pnuishmeDt ;  that  they  find  from  the  evidence  addaoed 
tlut  CMtelain  did  not  sell  liquor  to  tlie  soldiers ;  that  Captain  Dngger,  the  proyoet- 
nunhal,  was  to  blame  for  not  takins  more  prompt  and  effective  measures  to  identify 
the  offenders  and  bring  them  to  punishment. 

UpoD  this  report,  and.therecommeDdation  of  Major-General  Balleck, 
Captain  Dagger  was  dismissed  from  the  service. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  couusel  for  the  memorialists  that  this  action  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  fixed  its  liability  for  the  injuries  to  the 
persons  and  property  of  the  claimants. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  was  admitted  that  the  claimants 
were  snfierers  from  a  gross  and  unjustifiable  outrage  upon  their  persons 
and  property ;  but  it  was  contended  that  the  injuries  were  not  the  re- 
sult of  any  act  of  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the  United  States, 
and  that,  whatever  might  be  the  equitable  claims  of  the  family  to  sym- 
pathy and  compensation,  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  under  the 
treaty  to  make  an  award  in  their  behalf. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  the  unanimous  action  of  the  Commission, 
and  they  say : 

This  was  a  cruel  and  malicious  attack  upon  the  claimants,  probably  by  somesoldlersy 
from  motives  of  personal  revenge. 

We  do  not  find  any  act  committed  by  the  authorities  croating  a  rosponsibility  on 
thepart  of  the  United  States. 

We  regret  that  we  aro  not  allowed  to  indulge  in  sentiments  of  pity  or  to  extend 
charity  to  persons  so  cruelly  injured. 

Sazebao  de  Forge  et  fils  v.  The  United  States,  No,  458.    , 

The  memorialists  were  citizens  and  residents  of  France,  and  engaged 
at  New  Orleans  in  the  sale  of  brandies  by  their  agents,  William  E. 
Leverich  &  Go.    From  the  record  it  appeared  that  they  shipped  by  a 
Tessel  called  the  Baldwin  twenty-five  packages  of  brandy,  and  that  the 
vessel  arrived  at  the  port  of  New  Orleans  the  11th  day  of  March,  1861. 
The  ordinance  of  secession  by  the  State  of  Louisiana  was  adopted  the 
26tb  day  of  January,  1861,  and  the  so-called  Confederate  Government 
was  organized  at  Montgomery,  Ala.,  the  22d  day  of  February,  1861. 
Upon  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  in  April,  1862,  a  portion  of  this  con- 
signment of  brandy  ^as  in  the  custom-house,  and  came  into  the  pos- 
session of  the  United  States  authorities.    Other  portions  of  the  con- 
signment hail  been  taken  from  the  custom-house  during  the  time  that 
the  city  was  in  the  possession  of  the  Confederate  authorities,  and  the 
duties  on  the  brandy  so  taken  had  been  paid  to  the  Confederate  Gov- 
ernment.   Of  the  portion  remaining  in  the  customhouse  a  quantity 
had  been  taken  by  Dr.  McCormaek,  medical  director  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  the  brandies  so  taken  the  memorialists  claimed  compen- 
sation in  the  sum  of  $22,000. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  pay- 
ment of  duties  to  the  Confederate  Government  by  the  agents  of  the 
claimants  was  an  act  of  aid  and  comfort  to  the  Confederate  authorities, 
and  that  the  claim  was  barred  under  the  first  article  of  the  treaty. 
This  position  of  the  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  was  not 
,  8Q8tained  b^'  the  Commission,  and  the  claim  was  allowed  at  the  sum  of 
♦10,468.22. 

Jean  Jeanneaud  v.  The  United  States,  No.  206. 

The  claimant  demanded  compensation  for  a  quantity  of  cotton  de- 
stroyeJby  the  United  States  forces  in  the  month  of  April,  1864. 
The  proofs  showed  that  after  an  engagement  betweeii  t\i^T3m\i^ 
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States  forces  and  the  Confederates,  and  the  retreat  of  the  latter,  the 
troops  of  the  United  States,  apon  their  retarn,  burned  a  gin-house  in 
which  the  cotton  of  the  claimant  was  stored. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  evi- 
dence failed  to  show  that  authority  was  given  'by  the  oflBcers  in  com- 
mand for  the  destruction  of  the  cotton,  and  that  it  was  a  wanton  act  on 
the  part  of  the  soldiers,  for  which  the  Government  should  not  be  made 
responsible. 

The  Commission  held  that  this  was  a  *' peculiar  and  exceptional 
case,"  and  in  making  the  allowance  they  state  the  grounds  of  their 
action : 

1.  The  cofton-gin  in  which  the  cotton  was  stored  was  not  burned  in  battle  or  as  a 
necessary  and  lawinl  military  act.  It  had  not  furnished  a  shelter  from  which  the 
Confederates  hatl  fired  or  miglit  tliereafter  lire  upon  the  United  States  forces. 

The  United  States  forces  had  driven  the  Confederates  abunt  three  miloa  beyond 
the  gin-house,  and  were  marching  back  to  their  camp,  not  pursued  by  the  Confeder- 
ates, when  the  building  was  set  fire  to. 

2.  The  bnrning  was  not  ordered  by  authoritj'^  in  order  to  destroy  the  cotton,  and  so 
cripple  tht^  resources  of  the  Confederates.  At  that  time  and  place  all  the  avenues  to 
market  were  in  the  hands  of  the  United  States  forces,  so  that  the  Ctmfederates  could  not 
avail  theiuselvesof  this  cotton  ;  hence  the  Confederates  were  then  burning  the  cotton 
in  that  region,  and  the  United  States  authorities  were  trying  to  save  it  and  transport 
it  to  market.  This  case  does  not  come  within  the  line  of  any  of  the  decisions  of  the 
British  and  American  Claims  Commission,  referred  to  in  Mr.  Hale't?  report,  in  which 
claims  for  losses  by  the  destruction  of  cotton  were  rejected. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  burning  was  a  wanton  act  of  the  soldiers  in  the  ex- 
citement of  the  moment,  as  they  were  marching  back  to  their  camp  from  a  succe^wful 
battle  with  the  Confederates.  It  wjis  without  any  justifiable  excuse,  in  violation  of 
order  and  discipline,  and  cmnmitted  when  marching  back  to  camp,  under  the  com- 
mand and  in  the  presence  ot  their  officers,  who,  by  the  usual  and  ordinary  enforce- 
ment of  military  discipline,  might  and  could  and  should  have  prevented  it,  but  who 
do  not  appear  to  have  used  any  means  whatever  to  prevent  it. 

In  such  a  case  we  think  that  an  allowance  should  be  made. 

Joseph  Chourreau  v.  The  United  States,  No.  43. 

In  this  case  the  memorialist  asked  compensation  for  a  quantity  of  cot- 
ton and  other  articles  of  personal  property,  amounting  in  all  to  the  sum 
of  $4,000. 

It  was  alleged  and  proved  that  the  cotton  was  destroyed  by  fire,  set 
by  soldiers  belonging  to  the  First  Louisiana  Regiment  of  Cavalry. 
There  was  evidence  tending  to  show  that  at  the  time  of  tlie  destruction 
of  the  cotton  the  country  in  which  it  was  situated  was  the  theater  of 
war ;  that  it  was  marched  over  and  ravaged  by  the  forces  both  of  the 
United  States  and  of  tlie  Confederate  States. 

Upon  these  facts  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended  that 
the  district  of  ctmntry  was  not  at  the  time  of  the  loss  within  the  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  of  tiie  United  States,  and,  therefore,  that  the  claim 
was  not  covered  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty.  The  same  objection  was 
raised  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  the  following  cases, 
namely:  Vidal  r.  The  United  States,  No.  24 ;  Petrequin  r.  The  United 
States,  No.  38 ;  Lauga  r.  The  United  States,  No.  39 ;  and  Odend'hal  r. 
The  United  States,  No.  100.  In  some  of  these  cases  questions  of  citi- 
zenshi])  were  raised,  questions  as  to  the  liability  of  belligerents  upon 
the  theater  of  war,  and  questions  as  to  the  facts  of  losses  as  alleged ; 
but  as  the  main  question,  ''territorial  jurisdiction,^'  was  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  upon  it  a  conclusion  was  reached  by  the  Commission,  no 
further  notice  \vill  be  taken  of  other  points  raised  in  the  discussion. 

The  views  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  were  thns  presented 
in  an  oral  argument  to  the  Commission : 
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fijthe  treaty  of  January  15,  1880,  the  Government  of  France  is  boaud  to  com- 
pessate  citizens  of  the  United  States  for  losses  of  a  specified  character  sustained  by 
snch  citizens,  and  '^  arising  out  of  acts  committed  by  the  Prencb^ivil  or  military  au- 
thorities," at  the  times  and  under  the  conditions  mentioned  ;  and  the  corresponding 
obligation  of  the  United  States  is  to  compensate  citizens  of  France  for  losses  of  a  spo- 
iled character  sustained  by  such  citizens  and  **  arising  out  of  acts  committed  *  *  * 
by  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  upon  the 
high  seas  or  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, ''  and  within  the 
time  Dame4  in  the  treaty. 

I  snbmit  with  great  confidence  that  it  is  not  within  the  legal  capacity  of  this  Com- 
mission to  enlarge  that  authority  in  the  least.  The  language  is  clear,  it  is  explicit^ 
there  is  no  ambiguity  in  it;  and  if  there  were  ambiguity  or  doubt,  that  ambiguity  or 
doubt  must  be  so  solved,  under  the  authority  of  President  Woolsey,  as  to  relieve  ihe 
Government,  which  otherwise  would  have  been  charged.  This  is  the  extent  of  the 
obligation  resting  upon  France.  The  corresponding  obligation  of  the  United  Statea 
is  to  compensate  citizens  of  France  for  losses  of  a  specified  character  sustained  by  such 
citizens,  and  arising  out  of  acts  committed  by  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the 
Uoited  States  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  and  within  the  time  named  in  the  treaty. 

It  is  to  be  observed  that  in  this  first  article  of  the  treaty  is  the  phrase  "  territorial 
jurisdiction. "  The  word  **  territorial"  was  introduced  undoubtedly  for  some  purpose. 
If  the  phrase  had  been,  as  it  might  have  been,  '^within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States,'*  there  would  then  have  been  a  doubt  as  t«  the  meauiug  of  the  single  word  "ju- 
risdiction." 

It  has  been  asserted  or  recognized  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  by 
the  Executive  Department  of  the  United  States,  and  by  the  Leginlative  Department 
of  the  United  States,  that  while  we  maintained  from  the  first  our  legal  jurisdictitm 
overall  the  territory  that  had  been  within  the  recognized  limits  of  the  United  States, 
we  also  admitted  that  during  the  war  our  actual  territorial  jurisdiction  was  limited 
by  the  line  of  our  bayonets.  The  Supreme  Court,  m  the  prizes  cases,  said  (2  Black, 
6:{5;  4  Miller,  876): 

"It  is  no  loose,  unorganized  insurrection,  having  no  defined  boundary  or  possession. 
It  has  a  bouudarj'  marked  by  lines  of  bayonets,  and  which  can  be  crossed  only  by 
force — south  of  thin  line  is  eneviies^  territort/,  because  it  is  claimed  and  held  in  possession  by 
an  organized^  hostile,\nd  belligerent  power, ^^    (2  Black,  674). 

By  the  declarations  and  acts  of  the  Confederate  authorities  the  United  States  was 
dispossessed  of  a  portion  of  territory  to  whitjii  its  lawful  jurisdiction  extended. 

For  the  ordinary  and  peaceful  purposes  of  government  that  territory  had  ceased  to 
be  of  the  territory  of  the  United  States.  As  a  theater  of  war,  and  until  a  regular  and 
peaceful  administration  of  law,  either  civil  or  military,  w^as  established,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  was  in  no  proper  sense  reHponsilile  for  what  occurred  in 
violation  of  human  rights,  whether  of  property  or  of  person. 

When  the  jnnwliction  of  the  United  States  was  re-established  over  the  rebellious 
districts  and  States,  and  tribunals  for  the  due  administration  of  law  had  been  insti- 
tuted under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  then,  but.  not  until  then,  did  the  Uni- 
ted States  become  responsible  as  the  protector  of  person  and  ]irt»perty. 

On  the  theater  of  war  flagrant  neither  the  coniending  armies'nor  the  Governments 
that  they  represent  can  be  held  responsible  for  the  losses  and  injuries  that  fall  upon 
private  persons. 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Rice,  reported  in  4  Wheaton.  246,  the  Supreme 
Court  admit  and  assert  the  loss  of  territory  and  of  territorial  jurisdiction.  A  portion 
of  the  State  of  Maine,  including  the  town  and  port  of  C;istine,  was  conquered  and 
for  a  time  was  held  by  the  forces  of  Great  Britain. 

Upon  the  recovery  of  the  territory  the  revenue  oftieers  deman<led  the  payment  by 
Rice  of  duties  upon  goods  imported  into  Castiue  during  its  occupation  "by  Great 
Britain. 

The  court  denied  the  validity  of  the  claim,  and  said  "Castiue  was  therefore,  during 
this  period,  so  far  as  respecte<l  our  revenue  laws,  to  be  deemed  a  foreign  port;  and 
goods  imported  into  it  by  the  inhabitants  were  subject  to  such  duties  only  as  the 
British  Government  chose  to  require.  Such  goods  were,  in  no  correct  sense,  imported 
into  the  United  States." 

Whenever  it  is  alleged  in  a  memorial  that  the  property  for  which  compensation  is 
claimed  was  taken  or  destroyed  within  the  States  or  parts  of  States  declared  to  be  in 
insurrection  by  the  proclamation  of  President  Lincoln  of  August  16,  1^61  (U.  S.  Stat., 
vol.  12,  p.  262),  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  claimant  to  show  that  the  property 
80  taken  or  destroyed  was  at  a  place  which  had  been  recovered  from  the  possession  of 
the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  and  that  it  was  then  within  the  territorial  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States. 

The  twelfth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Washington  (Hale's  Report,  p.  415),  under 
which  the  British  and  American  Mixed  Claims  CommisBion  wa»  constituted,  doe^TiQ>\» 
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ooDtain  any  langaage,  as  far  as  I  observe,  that  is  equivalent  in  its  restrictive  charac- 
ter to  the  phrase  '*  territorial  jarisdiction,"  which  is  found  in  the  treaty  with  France. 
But  notwithstanding  the  absence  of  that  limitation,  the  Commission  gave  that  inter- 
pretation to  the  British  treaty  for  which  I  now  contend.  The  action  of  the  commis- 
sioners is  reported  by  Hale  (pages  52,  53,  and  54).  The  practical  result  was  (p.  54) 
that  all  the  claims  for  cotton  destroyed  in  the  enemy's  country,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  that  of  A.  R.  McDonald,  No.  42,  were  disallowed  by  the  unanimous  vote  of 
the  Commission.  The  question  was  discussed,  and  numerous  authorities  were  cited, 
and  notwithNtanding  the  power  of  the  Commission  was  not  limited  to  the  extent  that 
the  powers  of  this  Commission  are  limited4  the  result  was  such  as  I  now  invoke  at 
your  hands. 

Mr.  Lincoln,  by  his  proclamation  of  August  16,  1861,  declared  ''that  the  inhab- 
itants of  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama, 
Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Florida,  (except  the  inhabitants  of  that 
part  of  the  State  of  Virginia  west  of  the  Alleghany  Mountains,  and  of  such  other 
parts  of  that  State  and  the  other  States  hereinbefore  named  as  may  maintain  a  loyal 
adhesion  to  the  Union  and  Constitution,  or  may  be  from  time  to  time  occupied  and 
controlled  by  forces  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  the  dispersion  of  said  insur- 
gents), are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the  United  States,  and  that  all  commer- 
cial intercourse  between  the  same  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the  exception 
aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States  and  other  parts  of  the  United  States  is  un- 
lawful and  will  remain  unlawful  until  such  insurrection  shall  cease  or  has  been  sup- 
pressed." 

As  early  as  the  13th  day  of  May,  1861,  theGrovemment  of  Great  Britain,  by  proclama- 
tion, recognized  the  belligerent  character  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States.  By 
that  act  Great  Britain  accepted  the  facts  which  were  afterwards  set  forth  in  Mr. 
Lincoln's  proclamation,  that  the  territory  which  was  then  inimical,  and  for  the  time 
was  under  the  control  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  Government,  was  not  then 
within  the  teiTitorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

The  proclamation  by  Great  Britain  was  followed  June  10, 1861,  by  a  proclamation 
of  the  Emperor  of  France,  in  which  he  enjoined  upon  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  that 
country  strict  neutrality  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  so-called  Confederate  States.  I  refer  to  these  three  authorities,  the 
proclamation  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  tbe  proclamation  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain,  and  the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  o^rance,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  satisfying  your  minds  that  at  that  time  the  States  and  parts  of  States  named 
were  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  To  be  sure,  they 
were  within  the  legal  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  the  Supreme 
Court  said  that  the  inhabitants  of  those  districts  were  at  the  same  time  citizens  and 
enemies.  They  could  be  pursued  as  enemies,  and  they  could  be  dealt  with  by  the  civil 
law  as  citizens.  But  the  condition  of  war  was  recognized,  and  territorial  jurisdiction 
was,  by  the  proclamation  of  the  President,  absolutely  abandoned,  and  except  for  the 
loss  of  territorial  jurisdiction  by  the  United  States  the  recognition  of  belligerent 
rights  in  the  so-called  Confederate  States  by  Great  Britain  in  May,  18(51,  and  by 
France  in  the  month  of  June  following,  would  have  been  oDenses  of  the  gravest  na- 
tional character. 

I  r«fer  again  to  the  prize  cases,  as  they  are  called,  reported  in  2  Black  (p.  635), 
where  the  doctrine  is  fully  set  forth  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  rebellious  districts 
were  at  the  same  time  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  enemies  thereof. 

Of  property  taken  within  the  territorial  jurUdiclion  of  the  United  States  it  is  to  be 
said : 

(1)  That  no  presumption  arises  that  a  person  in  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States  is  thereby  authorized  to  do  an  act  that  is  iujiirions  to  another,  unless  such  act 
is  done  in  the  actual  conflict  of  arms.  Hence  if  any  property  was  taken  by  soldiers 
the  presumption  does  not  arise  that  they  had  authority  for  the  act.  If  they  had 
authority  it  must  be  set  forth  and  it  must  be  proved. 

(2)  Proof  that  property  taken  or  destroyed  within  the  t-erritorial  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  was  taken  by  the  military  authorities  must  be  made  by  evidence  that 
an  officer,  duly  authorized  thereto,  issued  an  order,  general  or  special,  therefor,  or  by 
evidence  that  the  property  so  taken  was  essential  to  the  subsistence  or  safety  of  the 
army,  and  that  is  was  so  used  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  commanding 
officer  present  at  the  place  of  use 

By  that  I  mean  to  say  that  if  property  was  taken,  even  though  the  party  claiming 
compensation  therefor  should  not  be  able  to  show  that  an  order  was  actually  issueo^ 
yet  if  that  property  was  of  such  a  sort  that  it  was  useful  to  the  army,  and  was  so 
used,  and  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  officer  in  command,  then  such  use, 
with  such  knowledge  and  consent,  may  very  fairly  be  construed  as  the  equivalent  of 
an  original  order  for  the  taking.  This  is  a  liberal  view  of  the  rights  of  claimants  bo- 
fore  this  Commission. 

(3)  Or  it  must  appear  that  the  property  taken  was  taken  in  furtherance  of  a  duly 
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iothorized  public  policy,  and  by  a  duly  qnalified  agent  of  the  Groverumeut,  as  in  tha 
eiae  of  cotton  when  the  captors  were  acting  under  the  orders  of  a  military  com- 
mauder,  or  of  the  President,  or  by  virtue  of  a  permit  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasory.  If  a  claim  is  made  for  cotton,  for  example,  it  most  be  shown  that  it  was 
t&keu  by  a  duly  qnalified  agent  of  the  Government. 

Finally,  Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  with  these  observations 
I  inTite  your  concurrence  to  two  propositions,  and,  submitting  them,  I  leave  the  sub- 
ject : 

1.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  losses  arising  from  depre- 
dations committed  in  places  where  the  armies  were  present,  whether  such  depreda- 
tions were  by  the  soldiery  or  by  camp-followers,  inasmuch  as  the  acts  were  not  only 
without  authority,  either  civil  or  military,  but  were  in  violation  of  the  rules  and 
articles  of  war,  and  of  the  orders  of  the  military  commanders. 

2.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  a  loss  of  property  if  the 
property,  at  the  time  the  loss  occurred,  was  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States. 

The  followiDg  views  were  submitted  by  the  assistant  counsel  for  the 
Bepnblic  of  France,  Mr.  Morse : 

With  all  deference  to  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  the  attempt  to  distinguish 
the  "legal "  jurisdiction  from  the  '*  territorial "  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  men- 
tioned in  the  treaty  is  a  refinement.    All  the  claims  paid  through  the  action  of  the 
Sontbem  Claims  Commission  to  the  citizens  of  the  Uuited  States  arose  in  States  or 
parts  of  States  at  one  time  or  another  proclaimed  as  in  insurrection  against  the  United 
states;  but  alien  re-sidents  could  not  go  before  that  Commission,  which  was  confined 
to  loyal  citizens,  and  hence  the  convention  by  which  this  honorable  Commission  was 
established.    No  claims  arose  ontside  of  the  insurrectionary  States  provided  for  in  this 
treaty,  except  those  arising  upon  the  high  seas.    Can  it  be  supposed  for  one  moment 
that  It  was  the  intention  of  the  high  contracting  parties  to  enter  into  a  treaty  to  ad- 
just all  claims  of  their  respective  citizens,  and  then  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  to  ex- 
clude the  only  claims  that  could  possibly  arise  f    The  proposition  is  too  absurd  to  re- 
anire  serious  argnment.     And  yet  this  must  be  the  logical  and  inevitable  outcome  of  / 
[le  doctrine  laid  down  by  counsel  for  the  United  States.    It  would  reduce  the  treaty 
to  the  level  of  a  bargain  or  dicker  between  highwaymen  ;  it  would  make  it  an  instru- 
ment to  deceive  and  disappoint  the  just  expectations  of  honest  claimants.    But,  worse 
than  that,  it  would  cover  with  reproach  and  disgrace  two  great  and  proud  States. 

The  language  of  the  treaty  clearly  meant  the  territory  of  the  United  States  as  known 
ind  claimed.  It  had  no  reference  to  the  temporary  occupancy  of  the  Confederates ; 
all  the  claims  arose  in  the  Southern  States.  They  were  the  results  of  the  conflict  to 
a  certain  extent,  for  without  it  they  would  not  have  arisen ;  and  they  arose  under  an 
infinitely  varied  condition  of  affairs;  some  of  them  the  inevitable  accidents  of  war — 
the  property  was  sometimes  destroyed  by  actual  conflict ;  the  bursting  shell  fired  the 
house  fir  consumed  the  contents  of  the  gin  or  sugar  refinery. 

If,  however,  counsel  for  the  United  States  is  in  error,  and  counsel  for  the  French 
Republic  is  correct  in  the  views  herein  expressed  in  reference  to  the  status  of  French 
citizens  living  in  Louisiana  during  the  late  civil  war,  there  are  some  counter  proposi- 
tions which  may  be  properly  advanced,  and  which  should  be  adopted  by  this  Com- 
mission, either  in  terms  or  substantially.  And  in  response  to  the  concluding  argu- 
ments of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  I  beg  to  submit  the  following  propositions 
on  behalf  of  the  French  Republic : 

1.  Under  international  law,  as  well  as  by  provisions  of  successive  treaties  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  and  particularly  by  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Janu- 
ary 15,  1H80,  the  United  States  is  liable  to  France  lor  injuries  to  the  persons  of  citi- 
zens of  France,  or  on  account  of  apitropriaiion  of  property  belonging  to  the  citizens  of 
France,  being  neutral,  by  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  United  States,  if  committed  be- 
tween the  13th  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  of  August,  1866,  upon  the  high  seas  or 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

"2.  The  United  States  is  liable  to  France  for  acts  committed  against  the  persons  and 
property  of  citizens  of  France,  being  neutral,  by  agents  and  employes  of  the  Uuited 
States,  if  committed  between  the  13th  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  of  August,  lb66, 
opoQ  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territory  of  the  Uuited  States." 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commis- 
siooer  Aldis^  rendered  a  decision  in  these  words  : 

In  this  case,  upon  the  facts  before  us,  we  are  not  prepared  to  hold  that,  at  the 
time  of  th&  burning  of  the  cotton,  the  place  was  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States,  and  therefore  the  claim  is  disallowed. 
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Thereupon  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  entered  the  following 
motion : 

And  DOW  comes  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  who  moves  this  honorable 
Commission  to  reconsider  its  decision  in  the  above-entitled  case,  for  the  following 
reaaonsy  that  is  to  say : 

1.  That  the  gronnd  on  which  it  was  rendered  is  that  the  Commission  was  '*  not 
prepared  to  hold  that  at  the  time  of  the  burning  of  the  cotton  the  place  was  within 
the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,"  and  that  thn  question  thus  raised 
rests  on  the  construction  of  part  of  Article  I  of  the  convention. 

2.  That  the  words  **  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States "  are  construed 
in  such  a  way  as  to  conflict  with  the  meaning  of  the  word  **  t-erritoire/'  used  in  the 
French  text  of  the  convention. 

3.  That  no  decision  can  be  rendered  in  this  individual  cas«^  until  the  high  con- 
tracting parties  shall  have  determined  the  meaning  of  the  words  "territorial  juris- 
diction''  "  tern  to  ire/'  as  used  in  the  English  and  in  the  French  text  of  the  con- 
vention of  January  IS,  1880. 

He  then  asked  the  Commission  to  make  an  order  in  the  form  follow- 
ing: 

Whereas  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  has  submitted  to  this  honorable  Commis- 
sion, on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  a  certain  contructiou  of  the  words  "territory'' 
and  **  territorial  jurisdiction,"  used  in  Article  I  of  the  convention  of  Jannary  15, 18d0, 
between  France  and  the  United  States; 

And  whereas  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  has  opposed  said  intended  con- 
struction as  contrary  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  convention  of  January  15, 
1880,  and  on  the  gronnd  that  it  limits  the  jurisdiction  granted  to  this  CiMuuiission; 
and  also  on  the  further  ground  that  the  words  **  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States"  are  construed  as  conflicting  with  the  word  "  territoire,"  used  in  the  French 
text  of  the  convention  : 

It  is  ordered  that  the  whole  question  thus  raised  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 
be  referred  to  the  high  contracting  parties  for  the  determination  of  the  issues  thus 
presented  ;  and  that,  until  their  decision  has  been  n^ceived  by  this  Commission,  no 
case  in  which  the  construction  of  the  words  thus  used  in  the  treaty  is  necessary  to 
its  determination  shall  be  connidered  and  adjudicated  by  this  Commission. 

In  support  of  these  motions  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrun  said: 

1  do  not  piy^pose  to  speak  on  these  motions.  I  will  -confine  myself  to  the  reading 
of  the  following  statement: 

"The  undersigned,  counsel  f(»r  the  French  Republic,  respectfully  submits  to  this 
honorable  Comniission  the  following  points  in  support  of  his  motion  : 

"  1  The  decision  rendered  in  the  caseof  Jose])hChuureau,  No.  43,  tends  to  establish 
a  certain  jurisprudence  in  regard  to  the  meaning  of  the  words  *  territorial  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  United  States'  as  used  in  Article  I  of  the  treaty,  which  conflicto  with  the 
sense  in  which  said  words  are  us  d  in  public  law. 

**2.  It  also  conflicts  with  the  French  text  of  the  convention  of  January  15,1880,  which 
contains  the  words  *  territoire  d^s  Etat8  Uuis.' 

"3.  The  arguments  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  the  cases  of  AnnaVidal  v. 
The  United  States,  No.  24,  of  Pierre  Petrequiu  v.  The  United  States,  No.  38,  and  of 
Baptiste  Lauga  v.  Th«  United  States,  No.  39,  are  founded  in  part  on  the  above-quoted 
decision,  and  they  contain  general  propositions  which  are  intended  to  be  drawn  by 
way  of  deduction  from  the  said  decision,  to  wit,  "  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  is  not  liable  for  a  Ions  of  property,  if  the  property  at  the  time  the  loss  occurred 
was  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.' 

'*4.  That  if  this  dcciHion  shall  prevail,  the  claims  which  it  was  intended  by  the 
high  contracting  parties  shonld  be  disposed  of  through  the  instrumentality  of  this 
Commission  would  remain  in  abeyance,  and  a  large  majority  of  said  claims  would  be 
thrown  out. 

"5.  That  the  practical  result  of  the  adoption  of  the  proposition  presented  by  the 
counsel  for  the  United  States  would  actually  reverse  the  views  of  the  high  contract- 
ing parties  as  laid  down  iu  the  convention  of  January  15,  18H0. 

"6.  That  this  honorable  Commission  has  allowed  tiie  counsel  for  the  United  States 
to  submit  his  views  as  far  as  applicable  to  certain  cases  now  submitted  to  this  Com- 
mission. 

**  7.  That  arguments  have  been  also  submitted  by  counsel  for  the  French  Republic. 
,  **  For  these  several  reasons,  and  also  for  additional  reasons  to  be  stated  hereafter, 
if  required,  the  undersigned  most  respectfully  requests  this  honorable  Commission  to 
grant  his  motion." 
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*  These  motions  having  been  granted,  and  the  subject  having  been  re- 
ferred to  the  two  Ooveromeuts,  correspondence  took  place  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States  and  the  minister  of  the  French 
Republic  resident  at  Washington,  the  result  of  which  was  contained  in 
the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Outrey,  dated  May  9, 1882,  as 
follows: 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  8th  May, 
1882,  in  relation  to  the  interpretation  of  the  treaty  between  the  Unite<l  States  and 
Fnnce,  concluded  January  15,  IdHO,  which  was  referre^l  to  the  two  Governments  by 
the  Commission. 

Withoat  assenting  to  the  inference  which  possibly  nii|;ht  be  drawn  from  some 
Don-e8Heutial  observation  of  your  note,  I  find  that  we  are  in  substance  agreed  as  to 
the  correct  interpretation  of  that  portion  of  the  treaty  to  which  this  correspondence 
relates  and  which  was  the  subject  of  our  conversation. 

I  am  glad,  in  compliance  with  your  request,  lo  state  the  understanding  arrived  at 
between  us.  The  examination  which  I  have  made  of  the  negotiations  preliminary  to 
the  treaty,  and  of  each  text,  convinces  me  that  the  words  *^  territorial  Jurisdiction,*' 
when  used  in  the  tirst  article  of  the  treaty,  were  intended  to  have  the  force  of  the 
word  "territory,"  which  is  in  fact  used  in  the  French  text.  So  far  as  the  decision  in 
the  Cbonrreau  ca«e  was  in  conflict  with  this  definition  of  the  words  territorial  juris- 
diction, as  being  synonymous  with  the  word  terriioire  in  the  French  text,  it  failed  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  two  Governments,  and  should  be  corrected. 

I  desire,  however,  in  order  that  it  may  be  a  complete  understanding  on  this  point, 
to  state  that  1  do  not  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  validity  of  claims  which  arose 
in  that  partof  tbe  territory  of  the  United  States  which  was  in  rebellion  at  the  time 
the  claims  are  alleged  to  have  arisen,  but  leave  such  claims  to  be  decided  in  each 
case  by  the  Commission  in  acconlance  with  the  rules  of  public  law,  of  justice,  and  of 
eqnity,  the  interpretation  now  given  to  the  treaty  not  adding  force  to  claims  which, 
measured  by  those  rules,  may  be  inviilid. 
Accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurance  of  mv  highest  consideration. 

FRED'K  T.  FREUNGHUYSEN. 
Mr.  Maxim B  Outrby,  ^c. 

The  question  of  territorial  jurisdiction  and  liability  having  thus  been 
disposed  of,  the  case  of  Chourrean  was  considered  upon  its  merits  and 
an  award  was  made  in  the  sum  of  $970. 


\ 


ViBAL  r.  The  United  States,  No.  24. 

Tbe  memorialist  presented  aclaim,  as  widow  of  Bonaventure  Yidal  and 
as  administratrix  of  his  estate,  for  the  appropriation  of  a  quantity  of 
growing  vegetables,  valued  at  $5,885.  The  deceased  was  a  gardener, 
engaged  in  raising  vegetables  for  the  New  Orleans  market.  The  evi- 
dence showed  that  the  losses  sustained  by  Vidal  were  due  to  unauthor- 
ized acts  of  pillage  by  soldiers  of  the  United  States  Army. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  was  liable  for  the  acts  of  the  troops,  whether 
specific  authority  could  be  shown  or  not. 

On  the  part  of  the  United  States  it  was  claimed  that  the  Government 
was  not  liable  unless  the  authority  for  the  taking  was  clearly  proved. 

Tbe  claim  was  disallowed  by  a  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de 
Arinos  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis.    They  say : 

In  this  case  we  are  not  able  to  tiud  the  facts  proved  as  claimed  by  the  memorialist. 
Tbe  claim  does  not  arise  from  actn  committed  by  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  acts  committed  mu8t  be  considered  as  mere  acts  Of  pillage. 

It  was  understood  that  the  majority  of  the  Commission  held  that 
specific  aathority  for  the  taking  must  be  shown,  or  it  must  appear  from 
the  evidence  that  the  articles  taken  were  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the 
army,  and  that  they  were  such  as  were  necessary  for  the  support  of  the' 
army. 
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Bertrand  V,  The  United  States,  No.  345. 

The  claimant's  memorial  contained  a  schedule  of  articles  alleged  to 
have  been  taken  or  destroyed  by  the  army  of  the  United  States  in  April, 
1864,  at  his  residence,  in  the  parish  of  Natchitoches,  Louisiana. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that,  as  the  prop- 
erty was  destroyed  upon  the  theater  of  war  and  while  hostilities  were 
flagrant,  the  Government  of  thQ  Unit-ed  States  was  not  liable  for  the 
damages  sustained  by  the  memorialist. 

The  Commission  made  an  award  in  favor  of  the  claimant  in  the  sum 
of  $4,800,  which  was  understood  to  be  in  compensation  for  a  quantity  of 
cotton  that  was  destroyed  by  order  of  the  officers  of  the  army,  and 
through  fear  that,  if  not  destroyed,  it  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Confederate  authorities. 

The  Commissioner  for  the  United  States  assented  to  the  award  upon 
the  ground  that  the  rule  established  in  the  case  of  Chourreaa  justified 
and  required  the  allowance  to  Bertrand. 

Oscar  Beroier  and  Francois  Laborde  v.  The  United  States, 

No.  56. 

It  was  stated  in  the  memorial,  or  shown  by  the  proofs,  that  the  claim- 
ants were  the  owners  of  107  bales  of  lint  cotton,  of  the  value  in  the 
aggregate  of  $14,029.63;  that  said  cotton  was  in  the  city  of  Mobile,  in 
the  State  of  Alabama,  and  that  42  bales  thereof  were  stored  in  the 
**City  Warehouse,''  25  bales  at  the  **Okalona  Press,''  and  40  bales  at 
the  ^'  Union  Press,"  and  that  in  consequence  of  an  explosion  of  fixed 
ammunition  which  occurred  in  that  city  May  25,  1865,  the  said  ware- 
houses and  their  contents  were  destroyed  by  fire. 

The  testimony  in  the  case  showed  that  upon  the  fall  of  Mobile,  which 
took  place  April  12, 1865,  the  commander  of  the  United  States  Army 
placed  guards  around  certain  warehouses  in  which  cotton  was  stored. 
The  owners  were  excluded  from  the  warehouses  in  which  the  cotton 
was  stored,  and  they  had  no  opportunity  either  to  protect  it  or  to  re- 
move it.    The  warehouse-keeper,  in  his  testimony,  said : 

There  were  guards  of  soldiers  put  over  all  the  warehouses  of  cotton  in  the  city  of 
Mobile,  acting  under  the  authorities  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  Army, 
then  in  possesMion  of  the  city. 

Of  the  cotton  so  held  more  than  9,000  bales  were  destroyed  by  the 
explosion  which  took  place  the  25th  of  May,  1865,  and  the  cotton  of  the 
claimants  was  a  part  of  the  cotton  so  destroyed.  The  evidence  showed 
that  the  cause  of  the  explosion  was  the  accidental  dropping  of  a  shell 
by  a  soldier,  which  exploded  and  set  fire  to  the  buildings  in  the  neigh- 
borhood. 

Upon  the  same  state  of  fact^  the  same  question  was  raised  in  the  case 
of  Phillippi  V.  The  United  States,  No.  129.  In  the  argument  of  that 
case  the  coniisel  for  the  United  States  presented  the  following  views 
to  the  Commission : 

The  testimony  shows  that  upon  the  fall  of  Mobile,  which  took  ]>lace  April  12, 186.5, 
tlie  conunaudor  of  the  United  States  Army  placed  guards  aronnd  cert-aiu  warehousea 
in  which,  as  was  understood,  cotton  was  stored.  It  dot^s  uot  appear  that  possession 
was  ever  taken  of  the  cotton  by  any  examination  of  it,  or  by  assntujug  tlie  custody 
of  it  in  tlie  sense  of  taking  the  keys  of  the  warehouses  or  displacing  the  warehouse- 
keepers  who  may  have  had  the  warehouses  in  charj;:e.  As  far  as  the  record  discloses 
the  transaction,  the  commanding  general  did  only  that  in  reference  to  the  warehonses 
that  officers  of  the  Army  were  accustomed  to  do  upon  the  theater  of  war — protect  as 
far  as  they  were  able  private  property  from  depredation  by  the  mob  or  by  soldiers^ 
and  from  the  accidents  and  casualties  of  war. 
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It  is  to  be  considered  that  at  that  time  the  war  was  flagrant,  peace  not  having  then 
been  declared  nor  established.  The  order  of  General  Canby  of  the  2l8t  of  April,  1865 
(No.  30),  shows  conolasively  that  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Government'  to  respect  pri- 
vate property  and  to  transrer  the  question  of  ownership  to  the  civil  aathorities. 

Jo  contemplation  of  law  there  was  no  seizure  of  the  rhillippi  cotton.  In  the  case 
of  Pelham  r.  Rose  (9  Wall.,  p.  106)  the  court  say: 

"By  the  seizure  of  a  thing  is  meant  the  taking  of  a  thing  into  possession,  the  man- 
ner of  which,  and  whether  actual  or  constructive,  depending  upon  the  nature  of  th« 
tbiog  seized ;  as  applied  to  subjects  capable  of  manual  delivery  the  term  means  cap- 
tioD— the  physical  taking  into  custody.^ 
And  they  say  further : 

"Id  the  case  at  bar  a  visible  thing  capable  of  physical  possession  is  the  subject  of 
tlie  libel." 

In  the  case  of  Phillippi  the  cotton  was  a  visible  thing  capable  of  physical  poflsea- 
sioD  and  manifestly  the  subject  of  caption,  which  in  law  means  the  actual  taking,  am 
the  seizure  of  a  person.  In  order  to  make  the  Government  of  the  United  Stares  liable 
in  the  case  at  bar  two  thincs  must  appear:  (1)  That  an  order  was  issued  by  the  officer 
oommaodin^  at  Mobile,  or  uy  some  officer  duly  authorized  in  the  promises,  directing 
an  actual  seizure  in  the  sense  in  which  the  word  is  defined  by  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  case  mentioned,  and  (2)  an  execution  of  that  order  by  the  actual  taking  of  the 
property  in  the  same  sense. 

Upon  the  evidence  neither  of  these  two  conditions  is  found  to  exisl.  There  is  no 
evidence  that  any  order  was  issued  by  General  Canby,  or  by  any  other  officer  duly 
aothorized  thereto,  to  make  caption  of  the  cotton;  and,  secondly,  there  is  not  only 
no  evidence  tending  to  show  that  caption  of  the  property  was  made,  but  the  evi- 
dence is  conclusive  that  no  act  touching  the  condition  of  the  cotton  was  performed  by 
any  officer  or  soldier  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

Inasmuch  as  this  claimant  chose  to  make  an  investment  in  that  species  of  prop* 
erty  which  was  employed  by  the  Confederate  authorities  in  sustaining  its  credit 
abroad  and  maintaining  its  armies  at  home,  and  inasmuch  as  she  was  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  United  States,  and  therefore  had  legal  knowledge  uf  the  laws  and 
regulations  for  the  conduct  of  the  war,  and  inasmucli  as  she  chose  to  mix  that  prop- 
erty with  other  property  of  the  same  kind,  belonging  either  to  the  Confederate 
government  or  to  persons  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  then  subject  to  its 
authority,  she  cannot  now  complain  that  the  Army  of  the  United  States  was  employed 
to  guard  and  protect  that  property  in  mass,  for  the  twofold  purpose  of  preserving  it 
from  destruction  and  of  secnripg  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  whatever 
rights  of  property  might  ultimately,  upou  investigation,  be  establiiihed  in  its  behalf. 
The  destruction  of  the  warehouses  and  cotton  was  an  accident,  and  one  of  the 
incidents  of  war  by  which  property  was  lost,  and  the  loss  must  rest  where  it  fell. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  never  attempted  to  appropriate  this  property 
to  its  own  use.  but  only  to  guard  and  protect  it  for  the  time  being. 

In  this  view  of  the  case  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  maintains  that  even  if  it 
should  be  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  that  the  claimant  is  a  French  citizen,  it  is 
yet  true  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  undi^r  the  treaty  for 
the  loss,  it  not  having  arisen  from  any  act  of  the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  but,  on  the  contrary,  from  an  accident  and  an  inci- 
dent of  war  over  which  neither  the  civil  nor  military  authorities  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  had  any  control,  and  which,  indeed,  they  were  powerless  to 
prevent. 

In  the  Phillippi  case  the  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  submitted  in 
reply  the  following  argument : 

Upon  the  express  terms  of  the  treaty  we  maintain  that  the  property  of  this  non- 
resident neutral  was  protects  by  the  principle  of  **  public  law,  justice,  and  equity." 
The  property  was  lawfully  acquired  by  her.  She  was  iu  full  possession  of  it  in  a 
warehouse  which  j:>ro  Aoc  ru-e  was  hers.  She  was  dispossessed  by  the  military  au- 
thority on  l'2th  of  April,  and  excluded  from  all  control  over  it,  and  this  continued 
to  25th  of  May,  when  the  explosion  took  place  which  destroyed  it.  In  all  this  time, 
seeing  the  danger  to  which  the  property  was  exposed,  she  may  have  made  such 
dispoi^ition  of  it  by  removal  or  sale  as  would  have  avoided  loss  to  her.  It  is  no  an- 
•wer  to  sav  that  it  is  uncertain  she  may  have  done  either. 

The  seizure  of  all  the  warehouses,  containing  17,073  bales  of  cotton,  was  of  advan- 
tage to  the  Government,  as  it  enabled  it  to  secure  such  portions  as  belonged  to  the 
hostile  organization  and  to  those  who  sustained  it.  All  that  was  not  destroyed  was 
delivered  by  the  provost-marshal  to  Capt.  Samuel  Lappin,  and  by  him  transferred,  as 
the  law  directed,  to  the  special  agents  of  the  Treasuiy. 

If  we  are  right  in  the  contention  that  the  property  of  the  claimant  was  pro- 
tected by  the  principles  of  **  public  law,  justice,  and  equity"  applicable  t«  ttift  <ia^, 

H.  Ex.  235 8 
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then,  upon  nndisputed  law,  the  depriving:  her  of  the  custody  and  control  of  it  charee» 
the  Government  with  the  responsibility  of  restoring  the  property,  or  accounting  Tor 
its  value. 

It  is  of  no  consequeuce  to  the  claimant  that  the  loss  has  been  occasioned  by  one  cause 
or  by  another.  If  her  cotton  liaii  been  part  of  that  testified  to  have  beeu  shipped, 
and  had  beeu  lost  by  the  perils  of  the  sea,  or  if,  after  delivery  to  the  Treasury  agent, 
lie  had  sold  it  and  mnverted  the  proceeds  to  his  own  use,  in  cither  case  it  would  be 
no  answer  to  say  the  Government  has  not  received  any  benefit  from  the  seizure. 

It  is  on  this  view  of  the  case  we  have  not  deemed  it  essential  to  go  into  the  investi- 
gation of  the  facts  attcitding  the  great  explosion,  by  w'hich  so  mnch  property  was  de- 
stroyed and  so  many  lives-lost,  for  the  purpose  of  demount  rating  that  it  resulted  from 
the  grossest  negligence, 

The  claim  now  made  is  for  cotton,  but  it  stands  on  the  same  ground  under  the 
treaty,  and  must  therefore  be  regarded  in  the  same  mauner  as  if  it  were  for  so  many 
bushels  ef  corn  or  of  wheat. 

Neither  the  abandoned  nor  captured  property  act,  nor  any  other  act  of  Congress, 
differs  cotton  from  any  other  product. 

We  conclude  by  saying  that  if  by  **  the  humane  maxims  of  the  modern  law  of  na- 
tions the  private  property  of  non- combatants  is  exempt  from  capture  as  booty  of  wai*,'^ 
it  needs  no  argument  for  the  position  that  a /orHort  such  exemption  must  be  extended 
to  the  property  of  a  non-resident  neutral. 

The  counsel  in  the  case  of  Bercier  and  Laborde  claimed  that — 

From  the  day  of  the  capture  of  Mobile  said  cotton  has  been  treated  by  all  parties 
as  captured  cotton — by  the  general  in  command,  by  his  quartermaster,  by  the  quar- 
termaster in  New  York,  to  whom  General  Canby  gave  notice  that  he  had  order^  all 
-  cotton  captured  in  Mobile  to  be  sent,  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  when  he  ordered  Gen- 
eral Van  Vliet  to  turn  it  over  to  the  Treasury  agent,  And  finally  by  the  Court  of  Claims 
in  ordering  the  proceeds  to  be  paid  over  to  the  claimants,  and  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  when  he  reported  to  Congress  on  the  subject.  In  giving  the  above  judg- 
ments of  the  Court  of  Claims  the  Secretary  says  to  Congress,  '*  Statement  C  contains 
a  list  of  awards  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  for  the  proceeds  of  captured 
or  abandoned  property,  under  the  act  of  March  12, 1863,  presented  to  and  paid  by  the 
Treasury  Department  up  to  June  30,  1876.'' 

In  both  the  cases  mentioned  the  claim  of  the  memorialist  was  disal- 
lowed, and  upon  the  ground,  as  it  was  under8tood,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  was  not  liable  for  the  pecuniary  losses  caused 
by  the  explosion  of  the  25th  of  May,  1865. 

Etienne  Derbec  v.  The  United  States,  No.  339. 

This  memorialist  was  the  publisher  and  editor  of  two  newspapers — 
one  printed  in  the  French  language  and  called  "L'Echo  du  Pacifique,'^ 
the  other  in  the  Spanish  language  and  called  "El  Eco  del  Pacitico,'^ 
and  both  printed  at  San  Francisco,  California.  The  day  following  the 
night  of  the  assassination  of  President  Lincoln  a  mob  surrounded  the 
office  of  Derbec  and  threatened  destruction  to  the  establishment ;  but 
the  cause  of  the  public  hostility  to  Derbec  was  not  made  known  clearly 
by  the  testimony.  It  appeared,  however,  to  be  dnfe  to  an  impression 
that  he  had  been  unfriendly  to  the  cause  of  the  Union,  or  that  he  bad 
favored  the  occupation  of  Mexico  by  Maximilian,  or  that  he  had  enter- 
tained views  upon  both  subjects  contrary  to  the  public  sentiment  of 
the  masses  of  the  people  in  San  Francisco.  In  his  memorial  the  claim- 
ant says  that — 

When  the  news  of  the  assassination  of  President  Lincoln  reached  San  Francisco, 
a  profound  feeling  of  regret  was  excited  in  tbe  populatiou  of  the  city,  which  was  in- 
flamed in  the  minds  of  a  large  mans  of  turbulent  persons  into  a  desire  for  riot  and 
destruction,  and  which  speedily  broke  out  in  the  attack  of  a  mob  upon  several  news- 
paper establishments  whose  publications  were  in  English,  and  finally  led  to  an  assault 


termination  to  sack  and  destroy  it,  threatening  the  life  of  your  memorialist,  which 
for  several  hours  was  thus  placed  in  iramineut  peril. 


FRENCH    AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  115 

He  aJHo  states,  what  appeared  from  the  testimony,  that  for  the  pro- 
t^ioD  of  the  mjemorialist  and  his  property*  the  premises  were  taken 
possession  of  by  a  force  of  United  State  troops  under  command  of  Major- 
GeDeral  McDowell.  The  record  showed  that  the  troops  retained  pos- 
sessiou  of  the  premises  until  the  4th  day  of  the  following  May,  when 
they  were  restored  to  Derbec.  Uiton  the  restoration  of  the  premises  the 
types  were  in  confusion,  the  property  had  been  wasted  in  various  ways, 
and  its  value  diminished.  Derbec,  in  his  testimony  used  before  the 
Commission,  stated  that  the  mob  made  no  entry  of  the  premises,  and 
that  DO  damage  was  done  by  them  ;  but  that  the  injury  to  his  property 
wag  by  the  neglect  and  misconduct  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  who  had  ])ossession  of  the  premi.se»  from 
the  middle  of  April  to  the  4th  day  of  May. 

The  27th  day  of  March,  1868,  an  act  was  ])assed  by  the  legislature  of 
the  State  of  California,  which  provided  : 

Wheoever  any  buildiog  or  other  real  or  personal  property  sbaH  be  or  shaH  have 
been  destroyed  or  injured  in  conseqaence  of  any  mob  or  riot,  the  city  or  coanty  in 
wLich  snch  property  was  situated  shan  be  liable,  in  an  action  by  or  in  behalf  of  the 
JMrty  whose  property  was  thns  destroyed  or  injured,  for  the  damages  sustained  by 
reason  thereof. 

After  the  passage  of  this  act  Derbec  brought  suit  against  the  city  of 
8aD  Francisco.  His  bill  of  complaint  set  forth,  first,  the  destruction  of 
the  property ;  second,  the  destruction  of  his  industry — or,  in  other  words, 
the  value  of  his  subscription  list — and  generally  his  grounds  of  com- 
plaint At  the  trial  the  court  ruled  that  evidence  could  not  be  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  value  of  the  subscription  list,  or 
the  business  of  Derbec  with  reference  to  the  loss  of  profits  in  conse- 
quence of  the  destruction  of  his  papers,  and  that  recovery  could  be  had 
only  for  the  value  of  property  destroyed.  The  jury  found  for  the  plaint- 
iff in  the  sum  of  $7,500.  The  bill  of  complaint  was  signed  by  Derbec, 
and  nnder  oath,  and  in  that  bill  of  complaint  he  said: 

That  on  the  15th  day  of  April,  1865,  aforesaid,  and  while  the  said  plaintiff  was 
occnpied  and  engaged  in  editing,  printing,  and  pnblishingsaid  newspapers,  the  Echo 
da  Pacifiqiie  and  £co  del  Pacifico,  a  large  number  of  riotous  and  disorderly  persons 
assemble<I  and  gathered  together  and  formed  a  mob  or  a  riot ;  that  said  persons,  when 
so  formed  into  a  mob  or  riot,  with  force  and  arms,  forced  themselves  into  the  prem- 
ises and  printing  establishment  of  said  plaintiff,  occupied  by  him  and  described  as 
aforesaid,  injured,  scattered  about,  mixed  up, and  destroyed  all  the  types  used  for  the 
printing  and  publinhing  of  said  newspapers,  the  Echo  du  PaciBque  and  Eco  del  Pa- 
cifico, and  also  injured  and  destroyed  much  of  the  printing  materials  used  for  the  pur- 
poses aYoresaid,  which  said  types  and  printing  materials  this  plaintiff  had  been  con- 
itantiy  engaged  in  collecting  for  the  space  of  thirteen  years. 

The  claim  of  Derbec  was  stated  in  the  memorial  in  these  words :  "By 
the  loss  consequent  upon  the  destruction  ot  his  business  a«  proprietor 
and  pnblisher  of  the  two  newspapers,  sixty  thousand  dollars.^  For  the 
value  of  the  property  he  made  no  claim,  as  he  had  received  full  com- 
pensation therefor  under  the  verdict  of  the  jury. 

Upon  the  facts  thus  disclosed  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for 
the  United  States  that  the  Government  was  not  liable,  and  upon  three 
(pounds :  (1)  That  it  appears  from  the  testimony  given  by  Derbec  in  the 
equity  proceedings  under  the  statute  of  the  State  of  California  that  the 
destruction  of  his  property  was  by  the  mob ;  (2)  that  he  had  received 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  property,  and  that  his  claim  was  of  the 
class  that  had  been  disposed  of  judicially,  and  was  therefore  excluded 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  by  the  second  article  of  the 
treaty;  and  {3)  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  if  liable  for 
the  value  of  the  property  destroyed,  would  not  be  Uabte  fox  Wv^  %q<A 
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will  of  the  business  iu  whicb  Derbec  was  engaged  *  at  the  time  of  the 
destruction. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  the  judgment  of  Baron  de  Arinos  and 
Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis.  The  reasons  for  the  decision  were  not  a8signed 
by  the  Commission,  and  thereupon  the  counsel  tor  the  French  Govern- 
ment made  an  application  to  the  Commission  '^  to  state  the  grounds  of 
the  disallowance  of  the  claim."  That  request  was  complied  with,  and 
the  majority  of  the  Commission  made  the  following  statement : 

I.  lutornatioDal  commissioDB  do  not  usuaUy  give  the  reasonH  for  their  decisions, 
except  when  the  decision  stands  upon  some  principle  of  law  which  they  think  ought 
to  be  made  known. 

Most  of  the  cases  submitted  involve  only  questions  of  fact,  in  which  the  commlB- 
siouers  weigh  the  evidence,  consider  the  circumstances,  the  credibility  of  witnesses, 
and  so  decide  upon  the  claim. 

We  reserve  to  ourselves  in  the  most  ample  manner  the  right  exercised  by  all  interna- 
tional commissions  of  deciding  for  ourselves  whether  to  give  reasons  or.  not  for  oar 
decisions,  and  in  the  exercise  of  the  right  shall  regard  what  is  due  to  the  Goyem- 
mentiS,  the  claimants,  and  to  the  proper  dispatch  of  the  business  of  the  Commission. 

II.  In  this  case  Mr.  Derbec  says  that  he  is  charge<l  with  perjury,  wishes  to  know 
the  grounds  of  our  decision,  so  us  to  ascertain  whether  the  decision  sustains  that  ac- 
cusation. 

We  rejected  his  claim  upon  the  ground  that  the  acts  were  committed  by  a  mob  in 
a  riot,  and  not  by  the  aiitliorities  of  the  United  States. 

In  his  suit  against  the  city  of  San  Francisco  he  swore  that  a  mob  entered  his  print- 
ing establishment  and  **  defaced,  injured,  scattered  about,  mixed  up,  and  destroyed 
his  typos  and  much  of  the  printing  materials,  and  that  in  consequence  of  said  mali- 
cious act  of  said  nu»b  his  newspapers  ceased,  to  exist,  and  the  valuable  contract  witk 
Mr.  Murphy  for  printing  paper  was  lost  to  him."    (See  pp.  164  and  165  of  the  record.) 

We  thought  the  evidence  and  all  the  probabilities  sustained  and  established  th« 
same  facts. 

This  was  a  question  of  fact,  not  of  law ;  it  depended  upon  the  evidence,  and,  there- 
fore, we  deemed  it  unnecessary  to  give  our  reasons. 

ViRGiNIE  DUTRIKITX  r.  THE  UNITED  STATES,  No.  524. 

This  claimant  was  the  owner  of  two  houses,  situated  in  the  city  of 
Charleston,  South  Carolina.  Duriug  the  bombardment  of  that  city  by 
the  forces  of  the  United  States  these  houses  were  struck  by  shells  and 
either  destroyed  or  injured  materially,  for  which  the  memorialist  claimed 
compensation  in  the  sum  of  $6,000. 

Upon  this  statement  of  facts  in  the  memorial  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States  interposed  a  demurrer,  and  upon  the  ground  that  **  the  injuries 
complained  of  were  the  result  of  the  ordinary  operations  of  war  and  the 
bombardment  of  an  enemy's  town." 

It  was  admitted  in  the  opening  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  claimant 
that,  "  viewed  from  the  standpoint  of  international  law,  •  •  •  there 
was  no  remedy  for  the  destruction  by  a  belligerent,  through  the  ordi- 
nary operations  oi  war,  of  the  property  of  a  loyal  citizen  or  an  alien 
lying  within  the  field  of  the  war." 

By  the  Fourth  Article  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States 
and  France  the  Commissioners  were  required  to  make  solemn  declara- 
tion that  they  would  "impartially  and  carefully  examine  and  decide, 
to  the  best  of  their  judgment  and  according  to  public  law,  justice,  and 
equity,  without  fear,  favor,  or  affection,  all  claims  within  the  descrip- 
tion and  true  meaning  of  Articles  I  and  II,  which  shall  be  laid  before 
them  on  the  part  of  the  Goveruments  of  the  United  States  and  of  France, 
respectively." 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  memorialist  that  the  phrase 
"  public  law  "  was  distinguishable  from  "  international  law,"  and  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  two  Governments  that  all  equitable  claims  on 
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the  part  of  citizens  of  either  Goveromeiit  against  the  other  should  be 
recopjzed  by  the  Commission. 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  words 
'^public  law"  were  equivalent  in  meanin^:  to  the  words  '^  international 
law,'' and  that  the  Commission  was  authorized  to  allow  such  claims 
only  as  had  been  recognized  by  international  law  and  the  usage  of 
nations  under  it  as  just  and  equitable  claims.  It  was  further  contended 
.  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  destruction  of  property  of 
citizens  and  residents  upon  the  theatre  of  war,  and  by  the  necessary 
movements  and  acts  of  the  belligerent**,  was  not  the  subject  of  compen- 
sation. The  counsel  for  the  United  States  referred  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  British  and  American  Claims  Commission  under  the  "  Treaty  of 
Washington,"  and  especially  to  the  case  of  Cleworth,  in  which  the 
Commissioners  said :  "  The  United  States  cannot  be  liable  for  any 
injary  caused  by  the  shells  thrown  in  the  attacks  upon  Vicksburg.'' 

On  behalf  of  the  claimant  it  was  said  by  counsel : 

Some  of  these  claims,  it  is  conceded,  will  be  allowed.  But  how  T  Can  it  be  claimed 
that  the  Convention  intended  to  abrogate  *^  the  common  law^  of  war''  as  to  certain 
•lasses  of  claims,  and  leave  it  in  force  as  to  others  f  If  that  was  the  intention,  why 
was  it  not  expressed  f  Why  leave  it  to  the  Commission  to  conjecture  what  classes  of 
•laimsnot  tenable  under  ''the  common  law  of  war" should,  and  what  classes  of  snch 
claims  should  not,  be  held  to  be  within  the  intent  of  the  CooventH«n  ?  The  Conven- 
tion is  the  most  liberal  ever  adopted ;  it  gives  the  Commission  jurisdiction  in  case 
of  all  injnries,  without  qualification,  arising  out  of  act«  committed  by  the  authorities 
of  the  respective  Governments  during  the  certain  periods  specitied,  and  within  the 
territorial  limits  designated.  lit  injuries  arising  from  the  ordinary  operations  of  trar, 
ibongh  snch  operations  were  had  by  the  authorities  of  Government,  had  been  in- 
tended to  be  excluded,  why  was  not  a  provision  to  that  ettVct  inserted  in  the  Con- 
vention T  There  was  no  snch  intention  ;  the  injuries  of  which  each  Government 
•omplained  to  the  other  arose  almost  entirely  out  of  acts  done  in  the  ordinary  opera- 
tions of  war ;  acts  for  the  damages  arising  from  which  the  ixiliticul  departments 
of  the  respective  Governments,  in  the  absence  of  conveniiony  would  not  and  could  not 
demand  redress.  It  was  to  remedy  the  injnries  thus  done  that  the  enlightened 
parties  to  the  Convention,  in  the  bmad,  civilized  spirit  of  the  day,  agreed  to  forego 
setting  np  the  narrow,  jealous  objections  which  earlier  and  less  advanced  age^  would 
hare  sanctioned  as  justifiable  obstacles  in  the  way  of  common  justice  ;  the  ''  enlighten- 
ment "of  each  party  in  the  premises  being,  however,  chiefly  due  to  the  potent  exist- 
ence of  counter-claims.  ^' 

In  reply  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that — 

All  agreements  and  contracts  are  entered  into  with  the  law  of  the  land  in  view,  and 
are  governed  by  it.  All  treaties  are  made  subject  to  the  principles  of  public  law  as 
ihey  exist  at  the  date  of  the  treaty,  and  if  it  be  desired  to  introduce  a  new  and  hith- 
erto unrecognized  principle  an  explicit  statement  to  that  effect  must  be  made  and 
incorporated  in  the  instrument. 

In  this  case  the  demurrer  was  sustained,  and  the  claim  was  dis- 
allowed. 

DONALDSONVILLB  CASES. 
Dr.  Denis  Meng  r.  The  United  States,  No.  567. 

Dr.  Meug  claimed  compensation  for  two  houses  and  their  contents,  of 
the  value,  as  was  alleged  in  the  memorial,  of  $2(),320. 

The  facts  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  or  proved, 
were  that  the  claimant  was  a  citizen  of  France,  and  that  he  was  such 
citizen  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  loss;  that  he  was  a  resident  at  Don- 
aldsonville,  a  town  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River,  State  of 
LoQisiana;  that  he  was  the  owner  of  certain  property  there;  that  Ad- 
munl  Farragut  was  then  in  command  of  the  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  on  the  Lower  Mississippi  River,  and  opposite  to  l\i^  -^^to^  m 
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which  Donaldson Ville  is  situated :  that  the  transports  and  other  vessels 
having  been  fired  npon  from  the  oanks  of  the  river  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Doualdsonville,  Admiral  Farragut,  believing  that  the  town  furnished 
a  rendezvous  for  the  parties  engaged  in  the  attacks,  determined  to 
destroy  the  place;  tbat  in  his  capacity  as  such  commander  he  did,  on 
the  8th  day  of  August,  1862,  notify  the  residents  of  Donaldson  ville  that 
he  would  on  the  day  following  destroy  the  town,  and  that  on  the  9th 
day  of  August  he  did  cause  fire  to  be  set  to  some  of  the  buildings, 
which  resulted  in  the  destruction  of  a  portion  of  the  town,  including  the 
buildings  owned  by  this  memorialist,  and  for  which  be  claimed  compen- 
sation. 

By  mutual  understanding  this  case  was  placed  at  the  head  of  a  class 
of  cases  that  rested  upon  the  same  facts,  and  which  were  to  be  governed 
by  the  principles  of  law  that  might  be  established  by  the  decision  of 
the  case  of  Dr.  Meng. 

The  counsel  for  tbe  memorialist  in  his  opening  brief  cited  the  proclama- 
tion of  tbe  President  of  the  16th  of  August,  1861,  in  wbich  he  excepted 
from  the  proclamation  such  parts  of  tbe  States  declared  in  rebellion  as 
might  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  tbe  Union,  <^or  may  be  from  time  to 
time  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  forces  of  the  United  States  en- 
gaged in  the  dispersion  of  the  said  insurgents."  It  was  claimed  that 
at  tbe  time  of  tbe  destruction  of  Doualdsonville  that  portion  of  tbe 
State  of  Louisiana  was  occupied  and  controlled  by  tbe  forces  of  tbe 
United  States.  In  support  ot  this  statement  reference  was  made  to 
tbe  language  of  General  Butler  as  quoted  in  the  case  of  the  Venice  (2 
Wallace),  and  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Seward,  Secretary  of  State,  of  the 
12tb  of  May,  1862,  to  Mr.  Adams,  minister  at  London,  in  which  Mr. 
Seward  said:  '*  You  may  now  assume  that  the  Mississippi  River,  in  it« 
whole  length,  is  restored  to  the  Federal  authority."  The  proclamation 
of  General  Butler  of  tbe  9th  of  November,  1862,  was  also  cited,  in  which 
he  speaks  of  tbe  district  west  of  the  Mississippi  River  "lately  taken 
possession  of  by  the  United  States  troops."  Upon  these  authorities, 
and  upon  oral  testimony,  it  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  claim- 
ant that  Donaldsonville  wsis  within  the  lines  of  the  Army  and  of  the 
territory  of  the  United  States,  and  tbat  the  act  of  Admiral  Farragut  in 
ordering  the  destruction  of  the  city  was  not  warranted  by  the  rules  of 
war,  nor  justified  by  the  necessities  of  the  situation ;  consequently,  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  being  respousible  for  the  acts  of  its 
officers  and  the  authorization  of  this  act  having  been  admitted,  compen- 
sation should  be  made  to  the  sufl'erers.  The  argument  of  the  counsel 
for  the  claimant  was  directed  to  tbe  support  of  two  propositions: 

First.  That  Donaildsonvilleat  the  tirue  of  its  destruction  hy  Admiral  Farragut  was 
within  the  Federal  lines  and  nnder  Federal  authority  ;  hence  was  not  in  enemy  ter- 
ritory. 

Second.  That  trade  had  been  establiNhe<1  between  Donaldson  ville  and  the  city  of 
New  Orleani',  and  that  that  section  of  Lonisiana  had  been  restored  to  ail  ita  righUi 
nnder  the  Const itntion. 

The  history  of  the  controversy  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  relating  to  acts  of  retaliation  by  tbe  Army  of  Great  Britain  for 
the  destruction  committed  by  tbe  Army  of  the  United  States  in  Upper 
Canada  in  tbe  year  1814,  was  referred  to  as  sustnining  the  position  of 
the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  nations  were  liable  for  (be  destruction 
of  property  under  circumstances  such  as  existed  at  Donaldsonville  in 
1862.    The  counsel  for  the  chumant  then  proceeded  to  say : 

Such  were  the  positions  taken  by  the  United  States,  and  we  think  correctly  taken. 
We  may  anticipate  the  objection  conusel  for  the  United  States  will  make  to  the 
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introdoction  of  this  correepoDdeDce,  to  wit,  that  these  cities  and  villages  were  not 
destroyetl  for  any  violation  of  the  rules  of  civilized  warfare,  that  their  citizens  had  not 
find  upon  the  transports,  or  kept  up  an  irregular  war  upon  the  British  fleet.  Perhaps 
Dot;  bnt  it  will  be  seen  that  they  were  destroyed  in  retaliation  for  similar  adts  of 
nocinlized  warfare  on  our  part  in  Canada.  Therefore,  it  appears  that  the  same  ex- 
cuse was  otferetl — **  the  places  were  burned  in  retaliation  " ;  ana  that  is  the  excuse  given 
bj  Admiral  Farra^ut. 

As  Bald  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  such  acts  are'inhunian,  and  are  not  justified  by 
the  priociples  and  nileH  of  civilized  warfare.  The  authorities  all  say  that  the  destruc- 
tion of  towns  and  cities  can  be  jnstitied  only  by  the  imperative  necessities  of  war; 
only  where  they  are  necessary  to  injure  the  succesM  of  the  army,  and  become  an  im- 
portant element  in  securing  an  honorable  peace,  or  where  the  conduct  of  the  citizens 
18 inexcusable,  and  it  cannot  be  sto|)]»ed  by  taking  poHsession  of  the  place  or  places. 
Under  any  other  circumstances  such  conduct  **i8  the  act  of  a  ravage." 

The  testimony  in  thene  cases  shows  beyond  a  donbt  that  there  was  no  excuse  for  the 
destmction  of  DonaldMonville.  It  was  shown  that  the  firing  upon  the  fleet  was  not 
the  work  of  the  citizenn  of  Donaldsonville,  but  that  of  irresponsible  guerrillas  whom 
the  citizens  could  not  control;  that  the  firing  was  not  from  the  city,  but  from  below 
and  above  the  place.  These  facts  were  fully  and  truthfully  communicated  to  Admiral 
Farragut.  He  knew  at  the  time  that  there  wat>  no  enemy  in  Donaldsonville ;  that  he 
had  complete  and  undisputed  control  of  the  place  ;  could  at  ahy  time  take  peaceable 
possesaioD  of  it,  and  that  there  was  no  one  to  di8x>ute  his  authority.  One  witness 
awears  that  there  was  no  enemy  there ;  in  fact,  that  there  we^  bnt  two  or  three  male 
citizens  in  the  ]dace  ;  and  yet,  with  the  place  under  his  absolute  control,  he  burnt  the 
city  for  the  act  of  a  few  guerrillas  who  were  strangers  to  the  idace,  and  without  a  resi- 
dence or  interest  in  it. 

A  more  inexcusable  and  barbarous  act  was  not  committed  during  the  entire  war. 
The  city  was  not  hostile,  it  w  as  not  in  the  bands  of  or  under  the  control  of  the  enemy ; 
it  wa8  declared  to  be  within  the  Federal  lines ;  there  was  no  occasion  to  bombard  it 
to  dislodge  an  enemy ;  it  was  disarmed  and  in  the  hands  of  a  few  Union  men  and 
women,  and  there  was  not  only  no  one  to  dispute  the  authority  of  the  United  States, 
bnt  the  commander  of  her  Navy  was  urged  to  take  possession  of  the  city  and  thus  pro- 
tect all  from  the  occasional  and  irregular  acts  of  guerrillas.  By  the  rules  of  war  the 
United  States  military  and  naval  forces  were  bound  to  exercise  their  authority,  take 
possesion  of  the  place,  and  protect  its  own  citizens  and  alien  residents  residing 
within  its  territory  under  treaty  stipulations  from  the  acts  of  the  freebooters  and 
plunderers.  So  long  as  a  district  or  city  was  under  the  authority  of  the  rebels,  or 
those  in  arms  against  the  United  States  the  United  States  was  not,  and  is  not,  liable 
for  the  injuries  or  wrongs  committed  by  her  enemies;  but  the  moment  her  authority 
was  re-established  her  liability  followed,  and  she  became  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
her  military'  or  naval  forces.  This  principle  was  declared  in  Gumbo  case  (2  Knapp, 
969).  That  case  involved  the  liability  of  France  for  damages  done  afrer  she  had  re. 
taken  the  Dutch  West  Indies  from  Holland,  and  the  privy  council  held  France  liable 
for  all  acts  done  after  she  had  taken  possession.  In  the  claim  of  Nelson  the  Knglish 
and  American  Commission  held  the  same  doctrine. 

It  follows  that  as  Donaldsonville  was  within  the  Federal  lines,  and  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Unit-ed  States  forces,  they  were  bound  to  ]>rotect  the  citizens,  and  their 
refusal  to  do  so  was  au  act  for  which  the  Government  is  liable. 

The  couDBel  for  the  United  States  in  reply  cited  the  language  of 
General  Butler,  referred  to  in  the  case  of  the  Venice,  in  which  he  said, 
speaking  of  the  rebels: 

They  have  retired  in  the  direction  of  Corinth,  beyond  Manchat  Pass,  and  aban- 
doned everything  in  the  river  as  far  as  Donaldsonville,  some  70  miles  beyond  New 
Orleans. 

As  to  the  statement  contained  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Seward  to  Mr. 
Adams,  the  Commission  were  asked  to  observe  that  the  phrase  **  You 
may  now  assume  that  the  Mississippi  Kiver,  in  its  whole  length,  is  re- 
stored to  the  Federal  authority,"  was  not  even  in  form  a  declaration  of 
the  fact,  and  that,  whatever  might  have  been  the  purpose  of  Mr.  Seward, 
history  justified  the  statement  that  the  river  was  not  restored  in  its 
^hole  length  until  July,  1863,  after  the  fall  of  Vicksburg  and  Port 
Hudson. 

In  further  support  of  the  position  that  Donaldsonville  was  not  with- 
iu  the  control  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States  in  August,  1862,  the 
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report  of  General  Butler  of  the  27th  of  October  of  that  year  was  cited 
in  which  he  says: 

General  Weitzel  landed  at  Donaldson  ville  and  took  np  bis  line  of  juarcb  on  Snndaj 
the  26th  of  October.  About  9  miles  beyond  Donaldson vi  lie  be  met  tbe  enemy  in  forc< 
A  sbarpengMgement  ensued,  in  wbicb  be  lost  eigbteeu  killed  and  sixty-eigbt  wonndec 

It  was  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  proc 
laination  or  order  of  General  Butler,  dated  November  9, 18G2,  in  whicl 
he  created  a  di*partment  of  that  portion  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  lyini 
west  of  the  Mississippi  River,  and  in  his  order  declared  that  it  bad  beei 
"lately"  taken  possession  of  by  the  United  States  troops,  was  the  firs 
official  notice  of  the  occupation  and  possession  of  that  portion  of  Louis 
iana  in  which  the  town  of  Donaldsonville  is  situated  which  bound  thi 
United  States  Government,  and  was  in  itself  conclusive  proof  that  nj 
to  and  until  the  date  of  that  order  or  proclamation  the  territory  cov 
ered  by  that  order  or  proclamation  was  enemy  territory.  As  to  th( 
oral  testimony,  it  was  claimed  that  individual  views  stated  and  opinion 
given  by  witnesses  could  not  control  the  official  acts  of  the  militar; 
and  civil  authorities  of  the  country;  consequently,  Donaldsonville,  ii 
August,  1862,  was  enemy  territory.  In  refutation  of  the  position  takei 
by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant,  that  Admiral  Farragut  was  not  justi 
tied  by  the  rules  and  articles  of  war  and  the  principles  of  public  law 
in  the  circumstances  then  existing  and  known  to  him,  in  issuing  th 
order  which  in  its  execution  caused  the  destruction  of  the  town  of  Don 
aldsonville,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  submitted  these  view 
to  the  Commission : 

Tbe  destruction  of  Donaldsonville  by  Admiral  Farrngnt  is  justified  upon  twogroande 
First)  08  an  act  of  retaliation,  and,  secondly,  as  a  reasonable  and  ])roper  means  of  dc 
fense.  Tbe  counsel  fur  tbe  claimant  assumes  tbat  tbe  rigbt  of  retaliation  in  war  an* 
npon  tbe  tbeater  of  actual  bostilities  cannot  be  justified  by  tbe  rules  of  civilized  wai 
and  upon  page  10  of  tbe  claimant's  brief  appears  tbis  statement: 

*' Treating  tbe  question  as  if  Donaldsonville  remainedv outside  of  our  lines,  yet  th 
admiral  bad  no  rigbt,  under  international  law,  to  bombard  or  burn  tbe  town  withou 
making  bis  Government  liable  for  tbe  damage  done." 

It  is  nnneccssar}^  to  cbaracterize  tbis  statement  or  consider  its  value  as  a  lega 
proposition,  inasmucb  as  it  is  sufficient  to  cite  tbe  authority  of  tbis  honorable  Com 
mission  in  the  case  of  Virginie  Dutreix  against  the  United  States,  No.  524.  In  tha 
case  tbe  counsel  for  tbe  United  States  filed  a  dcmun'er,  and  upon  the  ground  tbattb 
**  injuries  complained  of  were  tbe  result  of  tbe  ordinary  operations  of  war  and  th 
bombardment  of  an  enemy's  town."  After  argument  the  Commission  sustained  th 
demurrer  and  disMlIowed  the  claim.  Tbat  decision  was  signed  by  all  tbe  members  c 
the  Commission,  and  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  might  with  safety  here  ree 
the  defense.  Upon  pages  10,  11,  and  12  of  tbe  brief  of  tbe  counsel  for  tbe  meniorialifi 
authorities  are  cited  and  quotations  mad^from  those  authorities,  upon  the  idea  tha 
they  support  tbe  proposition  already  quoted  from  the  brief  of  tbe  counsel  for  th 
claimant.  These  authorities  fail  to  support  the  position  assumed.  They  all  recoj 
nize  the  rigbt  of  a  belligerent  to  punish  his  adversary  by  the  bombardment  of  a  tow 
or  the  destruction  oi  private  property  under  geneial  orders,  and  not  for  pillage  o 
gain.     Tbis  remark  is  also  applicable  to  article  28  of  tbe  rules  and  articles  of  war : 

'*  Retaliation  will  never  be  resorted  to  as  a  measure  of  mere  revenge,  but  only  a 
a  means  of  protective  retribution,  and,  moreover,  cautiously  unavoidable;  that  is  t 
say,  retaliation  shall  only  be  resorted  to  after  careful  inquiry  into  the  real  occa£»io 
and  character  of  the  misdeeds  tbat  may  demand  retribution." 

Nor  is  any  support  given  to  tbe  position  of  the  counsel  for  tbe  claimant  by  tbe  coi 
respondence  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  representative 
of  Great  Britain,  quoted  on  pages  13-17  of  his  brief.  From  this  correspondence  i 
appears  tbat  the  British  Government  adopted  what  were  called  measures  of  retalifl 
tiou  against  tbe  inhabitants  of  the  United  States  for  the  wanton  destruction  com 
mitted  by  their  army  in  Upper  Canada  in  the  year  1814,  and  that  the  United  State 
Government  complained  of^  those  acts  of  retaliation  ;  but  tbe  correspondence  is  con 
elusive  to  tbe  point  tbat  the  representatives  of  the  Government  of  Great  Britaii 
maintained  tbe  rigbt  and  justice  of  the  proceeding.  It  is  also  a  matter  of  bistor 
that  no  provision  was  made  in  tbe  treaty  of  peace  for  the  compensation  of  person 
who  suffered  by  tbe  depredations  of  tbe  British  forces,  and  no  compensation  waa  eve: 
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■ade  to  the  losers  from  the  treasury  of  Great  Britain.  The  ri^ht  to  destroy  the  prop- 
Mty  of  peraoDs  resident  in  enemy's  territory  and  upon  the  theater  of  war,  and  as  a 
neasare  of  retaliation  for  injuries  inflicted  by  the  army  of  the  enemy,  rests  upon  the 
rale  everywhere  recognizeil  that  the  army  and  people  are  alike  enemies,  and  that  the 
entire  body  politic,  the  army,  the  civil  officers,  and  the  citizens  are  each  and  all  re- 
ipoDsible  for  the  hostile  acts  of  each  and  all. 

Thecoansel  for  the  United  States  claims  that  Admiral  Farra^ut  was,  by  virtue  of 
lu8  commission  and  by  the  power  uf  command  veste<l  in  him,  fully  authorized  to  judge 
whether  the  destnu-tion  of  the  town  of  Donaldson  ville,  or  a  portion  thereof,  was  jus- 
tified by  the  circumstauces  then  existing  and  known  to  him,  and  that  it  is  not  com- 
peteDt  for  this  tribunal  to  now  inquire  whether  his  decision  was  or  was  not  a  pr<»per 
decisioD. 

He  also  referred  to  the  Alexander  cotton  case  (2  Wallace,  419),  in 
which  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Uuited  States  said: 

We  mast  be  governed  by  the  principle  of  public  law,  so  often  announced  from  this 
heneh,  as  api>licable  alike  to  civil  and  international  wars,  that  all  the  people  of  eaoh 
State  or  district  in  iwmrrection  against  the  United  Stales  must  be  regarded  as  enemies  untilf 
^  the  action  of  the  hgislature  and  extcutive^  or  otherxcisey  the  relation  is  thoroughly  and 
permanently  changed. 

At  the  final  hearing  the  counsel  ^r  the  United  States  submitted 
these  observations  to  the  Commission: 

The  allegation  in  the  memorial  of  Dr.  Meng  is  that  on  the  9th  of  August,  1862,  by 
the  order  of  Admiral  Farragut,  who  was  then  in  command  of  the  naval  forces  on  the 
Mississippi  River,  between  a  place  known  as  Port  Hudson  and  the  city  of  New  Orleans 
And  to  the  open  sea,  certain  property  in  the  town  of  Donaldson  ville,  on  the  west  side 
of  the  river,  was  set  on  fire  and  destroyed,  and  that  of  this  property  the  claimant  waa 
the  owner  of  certain  buildings,  three  in  all,  for  which  he  claims  compensation.  His 
citizeDship  in  France  is  admitted.  The  State  of  Louisiana  passed  what  was  called  an 
ordinance  of  secession  in  the  month  of  January,  1861,  aud  became  one  of  the  members 
•f  the  Confederacy,  which  was  organized  into  a  Government,  with  its  capital  at 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  the  ^id  pf  February,  1^61.  The  seat  of  Government  was  after- 
wards removed  to  Richmond,  Va.  On  the  25th  day  of  April,  186*2,  after  the  occupa- 
tion of  the  islands  below  New  Orleans,  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  near  the  mouth.of  the 
Mississippi  River,  Admiral  Farragut  obtained  poi>8<  ssion  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans. 
General  Butler,  who  was  then  in  command  of  the  land  forces,  arrived  in  New  Orleans 
theSoth  of  April,  1H62,  and  the  1st  of  May  he  issued  his  proclamation  declaring  the 
eity  of  New  Orleans  under  martial  law.  1  believe  that  is  the  only  proclamation 
relating  to  jurisdiction  which  was  issued  by  the  general  of  the  Army  or  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  previous  to  the  events  of  the  8th  and  Uth  of  August,  1862, 
with  which  we  are  now  dealing.  What  we  have  claimed  in  our  brief,  and  what  we 
shall  attempt  to  maintain  here  and  now,  is  that  at  the  time  when  this  destruction 
took  place  the  town  of  Donaldson  ville  was  of  the  enemy  territory.  These  eleven 
States  that  were  organized  into  the  so-called  Confederacy  were  recognized  as  a  bel- 
Ii|;erent  government,  or  as  a  belligerent  for  the  purposes  of  w^ar,  by  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  Queen  of  England  of  the  I3th  of  May,  18()1.  That  proclamation  was 
followed  by  the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  France  in  June  of  the  same  year. 
As  far  as  those  Governments  wore  concerned,  and  especially  as  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  was  concerned,  there  was  a  distinct  ofiicial  public  recognition  of  the  . 
organization  called  the  "Confederate  States,"  and  an  admission  of  thosse  States  into 
the  family  of  States,  not  for  all  purposes,  but  for  the  purpose  of  war.  Therefore  it 
does  not  lie  within  the  scope  of  the  reason  of  the  case  that  the  Government  of  France 
should  deny  that  at  the  time  the  proclamation  was  issued  by  the  Emperor  of  France 
»ll  this  territory  was  enemy  country  as  far  as  the  Government  of  the  United  State's 
▼as  concerned. 

Next,  then,  President  Lincoln,  the  16th  day  of  August,  1861,  which  was  nearly  a 
year  before  these  events  took  place,  issued*  a  proclamation  which  did  in  effect  recog- 
nize these  States,  with  certain  exceptions,  as  a  belligerent  power,  and  they  were  so 
treated  in  all  our  relations  with  them,  during  the  existence  of  hostilities.  In  pur- 
uance  of  an  act  of  Congress,  to  which  he  refers,  he  says : 

"Ido  hereby  declare  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  said  States  of  Georgia,  Soutb  Carolina, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Ai*kan8as,  Mississippi, 
AodFlonda  (except  the  inhabitantsof  that  part  of  the  Stateof  Virginia  lying  west  of  the 
Allegheny  Mountains,  and  of  snch  other  partsof  that  State  and  the  other  States  herein- 
Wure named  as  may  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and  the  Constitution,  or  may 
K  from  time  to  time,  occupied  and  controlled  by  the  forces  of  the  United  States  en- 
pged  in  the  dispersion  of  said  insurgents),  are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the 
united  States,  and  that  all  commercial  intercourse  between  the  same  aw^  Ui«  \Ti\x«XA- 
^ts  thereof,  with  the  exeeptiona  aibresaid,  and  the  citizens  of  otheT  ^t«te»  a^ndL^XXv^t 
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parts  of  the  Uait-eil  States  is  aalawful,  and  will  remain  unlawful  until  such  tnsnrre 
tioii  shall  oease  or  has  been  sappresseti.'^ 

That  praclauiation,  declaring  these  States  to  be  io  a  state  of  insurrection  a^in 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  was  to  operate  until  the  insurrection  was  sn 
pressed ;  and  the  insurrection  was  not  suppressed  until  the  month  of  April,  186 
when  the  forces  of  General  Lee  surrendered  to  General  Grant  at  Appomattox  Com 
House,  in  the  State  of  Virginia.  By  that  proclamation  Louisiana  was  in  a  Ktate  < 
insurrection  until  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion  in  1865,  and  during  all  that  peri< 
it  was  enemy  territory  by  the  act  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  encn 
territory  by  the  proclamation  of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  enemy  territory  I 
the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  France.'* 

In  reply,  and  in  support  of  the  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  tl 
claimant,  Mr.  Morse,  assistant  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  mad 
the  following  statement  to  the  Commission : 

A  few  months  after  the  commencement  of  the  war  Fort  St.  Philip  and  Fort  JacI 
son,  which  commanded  the  entrance  to  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River,  below  Ne 
Orleans,  about  a  distance  of  100  miles, were  captured  by  the  Federal  fleet  under  A< 
miral  Farragut,  and  the  city  of  New  Orleans  fell  into  possession  of  the  Federal  Go' 
«rnment,  and  remained  so  until  the  close  of  the  war.  With  the  fall  of  New  Orlean 
practically  all  that  portion  of  the  Mississippi  River  not  commanded  by  very  form 
dable  forts  fell  also  into  the  possession  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  thegunboa 
and  transports  of  the  Federal  Government  had  free  passage  up  to  a  point  called  Po 
Hudson,  which  is  about  70  miles  above  Donaldson ville,  and  on  the  east  or  left  ban 
of  the  river,  where  there  was  a  formidable  fort,  garrisoned  by  Confederate  troop 
which  for  many  months  successfully  resisted  the  Federal  fleet  and*army  of  occupatiot 
But  from  Donaldsonville  to  New  Orleans  all  the  country  on  the  right  and  left  ban] 
of  the  river,  which  was  immediately  commanded  by  the  guns  ot  the  Federal  flee 
was  in  absolute  possession  and  control  of  the  Federal  Government.  OccasionaU; 
however,  partisan  rangers  or  detached  bodies  of  armed  men,  alleged  to  be  Confede 
ate  soldiers,  would  come  from  the  interior  of  the  country,  and,  striking  the  roa< 
which  followed  the  Mississippi  River  just  inside  of  the  levee,  would  make  aitaci 
sometimes  on  the  steamboats  and  sometimes  on  the  tninsports.  S<»me  time  after  tl 
Federal  occupatiou  of  the  Lower  Mississippi  by  the  United  States,  an  earthwork  wi 
thrown  upon  the  environs  of  Donaldsonville,  at  the  confluence  of  , the  bayou  and  tl 
river.  •  This  was  *'  Fort  Barrow,'*  which  was  ♦'rected  on  the  west  bank  of  the  bayou  an 
river,  and  was  sometime  occupied  by  a  small  bod^  of  Federal  troops.  The  ioratic 
of  this  earthwork,  which  is  shown  on  maps  filed  in  these  cases,  was  outride  of  tl 
village  of  Donaldsonville.     This  fortiticatiou  was  at  one  time  named  ''  Fort  Butler/ 

The  capture  of  New  Orleans  occurred  late  in  April,  1862,  and  the  occurrences  oi 
of  which  this  claim  originated  took  place  on  the  9th  of  August  of  the  same  .vea 
The  formidable  Federal  fleet  had  been  for  several  months  in  undisputed  possession  < 
this  portion  of  the  river,  and  of  course  of  the  territory  immediately  contiguous,  an 
all  this  portion  of  Louisiana  [referrinjf  to  the  map]  had  been  declai'ed  by  Pn^sidei 
Lincoln  as  exempt  from  the  insurrectionary  districts.  Proclamations  August  16,  18( 
(12  Stats.,  p.  1261.'),  and  July  I,  1662(12  Stats.,  p.  1276).  When  the  war  was  c^n 
menced  thj  whole  State  was  declared  in  insurrection,  but  with  the  capture  of  Ne 
Orleans  and  the  restoratiou  of  Federal  jnrindiction  in  certain  portions  of  the  t«rr 
t-ory,  notably  Ascension  Parish,  and  other  parishes  oii  both  sides  of  the  river,  thoi 
localities  were  declared  by  the  proclamatiou  of  Presideut  Lincoln  not  to  be  withi 
the  insurrectionary  districts,  and  therefore  not  liable  to  be  treated  as  **  enemy  terr 
tory."  As  a  matter  of  fact,  trade  was  uninterrupted  between  DoualdsouviJle  ao 
the  city  of  New  Orleans.  But  at  the  same  time  the  transports  and  sometimes  stean 
boats  had  been,  as  alleged  by  the  United  States,  fired  upon  with  small  arms  froi 
points- above  and  below  and  near  Donaldsonville ;  and  the  United  States  has  altto  ii 
troduced  evidence  that  there  was  a  baby  cannon  at  one  time  at  Donaldsonville,  whic 
was  discharged  at  a  transport  or  a  Federal  steamboat ;  and  occasionally  det>aclimeni 
of  armed  men  would  appear  on  horseback  and  discharge  a  volley  from  small-arms  i 
a  passing  transport  or  Federal  steamer.  I  do  n<>t  believe  there  is  any  charge  or  pro4 
that  anybody  was  killed  on  steamer  or  transport  by  the  guns  discharged  either  nei 
Donaldsonville  or  in  the  vicinity.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  evidence  on  this  poin 
at  least  as  far  as  I  have  read  the  testimony. 

An  opinion  was  given  by  a  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  d 

Arinos  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis,  disallowing  the  claim,  in  thes 

words: 

Washington,   Xorember  2,  1883. 

All  thn  property  described  in  the  memorial,  except  item  13,  for  three  horses,  sad 
dles^  and  bridles,  was  destroyed  or  burnt  by  the  bombardment  or  burning  of  Doe 
MJdaon  ville  by  Admiral  Farragut,  on  the  9th  of  August,  1862. 
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Tbe  qoestion  whether  the  Go%'emment  of  the  Uoited  States  is  boand  to  make  com- 
MDMtion  to  the  claimant  fur  his  property  so  destroyed  or  barut  has  been  very  fallf  ^ 
difleassed  by  eoonael  and  carefully  considered  by  the  Commissioo. 

We  deem  it  onnecessary  to^o  into  a  detail  of  the  facrs  which  we  consider  as  proved 
bj  the  evidence,  or  of  our  views  of  the  principles  of  intematinual  law  and  of  tba 
laws  of  war  applicable  to  the  facti«,  and  which  determine  our  decision. 

We  deem  it  sufficient  to  say  that  the  acts  of  iKimbardnieot  and  buniiug  by  Admiral 
Farragat  were  lawful  and  justifiable  acts  of  war,  caused  by  the  firing  of  the  Confed- 
erate military  forces,  with  the  complicity  of  the  inhabitants  of  Donaldson ville,  upon 
tbe  transports  of  the  United  States  passini;  upon  the  river,  and  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  is  not  bound  to  make  com|>eusation  for  the  damage  caused  by 
soeh  burning  and  bombardment. 

As  to  the  Item  13,  for  the  horses,  saddles,  and  bridles,  the  only  evidence  to  prove 
the  takiou;  by  tbe  United  States  military  authorities  is  the  stat*-ment  of  the  claimant 
(p.  17).  He  is  asked :  *'Wbat  became  «f  the  horses  f  *'  He  answers :  **  The  soldiers  took 
them  ;  the  9anie  soldiers."  As  these  soldiei-s  came  from  and  returned  to  tbe  ship  in  a 
skiff,  it  is  difficult  to  iK'lieve  that  they  took  the  horses.  The  proof  of  tbe  taking  oi 
the  horses  is  not  sufficient  t4>  justify  an  allowance. 

A  dUseutiiig  opinion  by  Mr.  Lefaivre,  the  conimifisioiier  on  the  part 
tbe  French  Kepnblie,  will  be  found  in  the  apiteudix,  marked  Exhibit  I. 

Remy  Jardel  r.  The  United  States,  No.  333. 

The  claimant  was  a  French  citizen,  residetit  at  Donaldson  ville,  La., 
ill  the  mouth  of  June,  1863.     He  claimed  compensation  for  a  dwelling- 
hoa8e  and  bakery,  all  of  the  value  of  $3,000,  which  were  destroyed  bj 
lire  set  to  ceitaiu  buildings  in  the  town  of  Donaldson  ville,  by  order  of 
Major  Bnllen,  the  29th  day  of  June  in  that  year.    After  the  attack  u})on 
the  transports  of  the  United  States  which  gave  rise  to  the  destruction 
of  projierty  in  Donaldsonville,  in  the  month  of  August,  1802,  by  order 
of  Admiral  Farragut,  as  re|K>rted  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Meng,  the  military 
aathorities  in  Louisiana  caused  a  small  fort  to  be  erected  above  Donald- 
sonville, at  the  junction  of  the  Bayou  La  Fourche  with  the  Mississippi 
river.    The  object  appears  to  have  been  the  protection  of  the  transports 
on  the  river  against  attacks  from  Donaldsonville.    in  the  month  of  June, 
1863,  the  fort  was  occupied  by  a  force  of  about  180  effective  men,  com- 
manded by  Major  Bullen,  of  the  Twenty-eighth  Regiment  of  Maine  Vol- 
QQteers.    At  about  1  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  the  28th  of  June  the  fort 
was  attacked  by  a  body  of  Confederate  troops,  estimated  at  2,000  in  one 
statement  and  5,000  in  other  statements.    The  principal  attack  was  from 
the  open  country  on  the  west  and  northwest  sides  of  the  fort,  but  the 
firing  was  commenced  from  behind  buildings  iii  Donaldsonville,  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  Bayou  La  Fourche.    The  contest  for  the  possession 
of  the  fort  continued  until  daylight,  while  the  attacking  party  retired 
to  a  distance  beyond  the  reach  of  the  guns  in  the  fort.    Major  Bullen, 
apprehending  a  second  attack  sent  notice  to  the  inhabitants  of  Donald- 
sonville that  he  should  destroy  all  the  buildings  in  the  town  within 
ninge  of  the  fort,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  29th  a  party  was  sent 
^ro68  the  bayou  to  set  fire  to  buildings  in  the  vicinity.    A  large  num- 
ber were  destroyed,  and  among  them  the  dwelling-house  and  bakery  of 
the  memorialist. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  property  was  a  justifiable  act  of  war ;  that  it  took  place  upon 
the  theater  of  war  and  in  the  territory  of  the  enemy.  The  counsel  for 
the  United  States  made  the  following  proposition  as  the  true  rule  of 
liability,  namely :  Where  two  nations  are  at  war,  and  the  theater  of 
war  is  upon  the  territory  of  one  of  the  belligerents,  and  the  belligerent 
opon  the  defensive,  in  actual  battle,  without  having  given  special 
authority  for  the  destruction  of  the    particular  propirty,  either  by 
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specifying  that  property  or  by  specifying  a  class  to  which  it  belong 
*  destroys  the  property  of  its  own  citizens  or  of  alien  residents,  tha 
govemtnent  is  not  liable  for  the  destraction ;  but  if,  in  preparation  ft 
the  battle,  it  orders  the  destruction  of  a  class  of  property,  in  which  i 
the  property  of  A,  or  it  orders  the  destruction  of  the  property  of  A 
whether  it  be  a  month  before  a  battle  or  a  day  before  a  battle,  or  ii 
during  the  battle,  it  orders  for  any  particular  purpose  the  destructioi: 
of  particular  property  of  its  own  citizens,  it  is  liable  for  the  value  of  the 
property  so  destroyed.  If,  however,  an  army  is  engagetl  in  operations 
upon  the  territory  of  the  belligerent  no  liabilitv  of  that  sort  arises. 
Everybody  in  that  country  is  an  enfeniy,  and  whether  the  occupying 
army  destroys  property  by  specific  declaration,  or  whether  it  destroys 
property  in  actual  hostilities,  it  is  alike  free  from  all  liability. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  in  reply,  that 
the  conclusion  reached  by  the  diplomatic  agents  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments in  the  Chourreau  case  excluded  all  cousidei'ation  of  the  questioi] 
whether  Donaldsonville  was  within  the  enemy's  territory  or  not,  anc 
that  the  destruction  of  the  property  of  the  inhabitants  of  Donaldsonvill( 
after  the  battle  was  an  unjustifiable  act^,  and  that  the  Government  o 
the  United  States  became  thereby  responsible. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Gommis 
sioner  Aldis,  gave  an  opinion,  as  follows : 

Washington,  Xovember  2,  18*^. 

Without  conaidering  in  detail  the  evidence  in  this  and  the  similar  cases  and  tt 
facts  proved  thereby,  or  stating  the  principles  of  international  law  and  of  the  laws  < 
war  applicable  to  such  facts  and  which  determine  our  decision,  we  deem  it  safficiei 
to  say:  That  the  dcMtruction  and  burniugof  the  dweiling-house,  bakery,  and  ou 
bnildings  of  the  claimant  in  Donaldsonville  on  or  about  the  2dtti  of  June,  A.  1 
1863,  by  the  United  States  military  forces  under  Major  Ballen,  then  in  command  c 
Fort  Butler,  was  a  lawful  and  justifiable  act  of  war;  und  that  the  Govframent  o 
ihe  United  S  ates  is  not  bo  md  to  make  vM)mpeu8ationfor  the  damige  canned  therebv 

The  claim  is  therfore  disallowed. 

Mr.  Commissioner  Lefaivre  dissented,  and  stated  the  grounds  of  hi 
dissent  in  the  following  opinion : 

This  destruction  took  place  after  the  battle  of  the  27th  and  28th  of  June  (night  < 
the  27th  and  morning  of  the  28th),  during  wliich  Fort  Butler's  garrison  victorious] 
repulsed  an  attack  of  the  Confederates.  So  this  property  was  not  destroyed  und« 
the  pressure  and  for  the  immediate  necessities  of  actual  battle.  It  was  but  a  strateg 
measure,  taken  deliberately  and  in  a  period  of  r<dativo  tranquillity ;  it  was  an  extei 
sion  oftlie  military  zone  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  accuracy  of  the  iiring,  < 
in  order  to  be  able  to  discover  more  easily  a  future  attack  of  tjie  enemy.  Accordin 
to  the  unanimous  opinion  of  international  writers  and  congresses,  and  to  the  juri 
prudence  adopted  by  the  Commission  itself,  such  a  measure  creates  for  the  injure 
proprietors  not  participating  in  the  battle  (**for  the  innocent  sutferers")  a  right 
tndemnity. 

In  order  to  refuse  Jardel  the  benefit  of  this  principle,  it  should  be  shown  that  ti 
inhabitants  of  Donaldsonville  took  part  in  the  battle  of  the  27th  of  June,  and  thi 
justified  the  retaliation  of  the  garrison,  or  that  his  house  (Jardel's)  was  complete! 
destroyed  during  the  battle,  either  by  the  bombardment  of  the  fort  or  by  fir«.  Noi 
of  these  points  appear  in  the  evidence  or  testimony. 

1.  The  only  cause  of  grievance  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  Fort  Butler  against  tl 
inhabitants  of  Donaldsonville  were  their  sympathies  for  the  cause  of  the  Confederate 
and  the  insulting  remarks,  uttered  principally  by  women,  when  the  patrol  passed  b; 
But  none  of  them  were  proved  to  have  taken  an  active  part  in  the  bait  tie.  This  vie' 
can  be  established  with  entire  certainty. 

2.  The  testimony  of  many  Federal  soldiers  and  officers  shows  that  no  house  i 
Donaldsonville  was  de^stroyed  during  the  battle  prior  to  the  syst-ematic  destruction  < 
the  29th  of  June.  *'  It  was  existing  houses  and  not  ruins  which  were  destroyed.*'  A< 
Slitting  even  the  fact  that  a  certain  number  may  have  been  damaged  by  proJectiU 
daring  the  battle,  this  partial  destruction  ^ives  the  military  authorities  by  no  meai 
the  right  to  afterwards  destroy  a  lot  of  buildings  without  indemnity.  The  amoaz 
•f  these  previous  losses  has  not  even  been  estimated.     We  can  only  guess  at  thei 
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imoiuit,  and,  in  absence  of  positive  proofs,  it  seems  strange  that  the  benefit  of  th« 
noeertainty  should  ennre  to  those  who  destroyed  the  property  rather  than  to  the  in- 
Dooent  victims  of  the  war.  A  CQntrary  tendency  prevails  to-day  in  international  set- 
tlemfnts.  The  commissioner  on  behalf  of  the  French  Government  regrets  that  th« 
Commission,  by  its  decision,  did  not  agree  to  this  progressive  tendency  of  interna- 
tional rights. 

G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  v.  The  United  States,  No.  211. 

The  claimants,  citizens  of  France,  demanded  compensation  for  83% 

bales  of  cotton,  alleged  to  have  been  of  the  value  of  $350,726.46.    This 

eottOD  had  been  the  snbject  of  controversy  in  the  district  court  of  the 

United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  sitting  as  a  prize  court. 
The  cotton  was  condemned  as  lawful  prize,  and  upon  an  appeal  the  de- 
cree of  condemnation  was  affirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
Slates. 

In  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Kepublic  of  France,  No.  1 — whick 
was  a  claim  for  compensation  for  a  quantity  of  petroleum  alleged  to  have 
been  shipped  by  said  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  on  board  a 
German  vessel  bound  for  a  German  port,  which  was  seized  by  a  French 
cniiser  and  the  property  condemned  as  prize^it  was  agreed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  of  the  United  States,  Hon.  James  G.  Blaine,  and  Mr. 
Oatrey,  the  representative  of  the  Republic  of  France  at  Washington, 
that  the  claim  was  barred  by  the  second  article  of  the  treaty.  It  was 
understood  that  all  claims  against  the  United  States  of  a  like  character 
should  be  withdrawn  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  the 
claims  of— 

R.  M.  A.  de  Perdreauville,  No.  18 ; 

Thomas  C.  Payan,  assignee.  No.  28 ; 

Jules  Perrodin,  No.  90,  as  to  13  bales  of  cotton  ; 

Bazile  Laplace,  No.  365 ;    # 

Marie  Araelie  Laplante,  widow,  and  heirs.  No.  674,  were  so  withdrawa. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  demanded  the  withdrawal  of  the 
ease  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  No.  211.  The  agent  and  counsel  for  the 
Republic  of  France  refused  to  accede  to  this  demand,  and  upon  the 
^und  that  the  district  court  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  had 
not  jurisdiction  of  cases  in  prize,  and  that  the  decision  rendered  by  that 
court  was  not  by  competent  judicial  authority.  The  counsel  for  the 
United  States,  maintaining  that  the  Commission  had  not  jurisdiction 
of  the  claim  in  presence  of  the  diplomatic  arrangement  made  in  the 
Taylor  case,  refused  to  recognize  the  Commission  as  authorized  to  act, 
and  be  therefore  declined  to  submit  an  argument  upon  the  questions 
involved.  A  hearing  was  had  by  the  Commission,  and  arguments  were 
sobmitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic. 

A  decision  was  rendered  by  a  majority  of  the  Commission,  consisting 
of  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis,  as  follows  : 

Washington,  March  26,  IfiSi, 

By  the  second  article  of  the  convention  all  those  cases  are  excepted  from  our  juris* 
diction  which  **have  heen  already  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise  hy  compo- 
t«nt  authorities  heretofore  di8;*osed  of  by  either  Government." 

The  cotton  claimed  by  the  claimants  was  libeled  in  the  United  States  district  court 
of  Illinois,  was  taken  possession  of  by  the  marshal,  and  sold  under  the  order  of  the 
court,  and  the  proceeds  deposited  and  held  to  await  the  final  judgment  of  the  conrt. 

At  this  point  in  the  proceedings  the  claimants  and  Withenbury  &,  Doyle,  citizens 
of  Ohio,  and  the  New  Orleans  Bank  intervened,  each  claiming  to  own  the  cotton. 

The  first  question,  of  course,  was  whether  either  of  these  tnree  parties  owned  th« 
cotton.  If  they  were  not  the  owners  then  they  had  no  right  to  intervene,  and  whether 
the  cotton  was  taken  on  the  high  seas  or  on  the  land,  and  was  or  was  not  lawful 
prize,  was  nothing  to  them.    This  preliminary  question  was  tried  by  the  cowtt^mw^ 
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eyidence  was  taken,  and,  upon  a  hearing,  the  district  court  decided  that  neither  of 
the  three  interTeniug  parties  owned  the  cotton.  Thereupon  the  claimants  and  the  two 
other  parties  appealed  to  the  United  States  Snprei^e  Court.  The  case  was  heard  in 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  court  held  that  neither  of  the  three  intervening  parties 
owned  the  cotton,  and  thereupon  the  decree  of  the  district  court  was  affirmed. 

The  claimants  moved  for  a  rehearing  of  the  case  upon  the  ground  that  apart  of  the 
evidence  given  by  Queyrouze  was  withheld  from  the  Supreme  Court,  but  the  motion 
was  denied.     We  refer  to  the  case,  the  Ouachita  Cotton,  6  Wallace  Rep.,  521. 

That  the  United  States  district  court  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
were  competent  authorities  to  decide  the  question  whether  the  claimants  were  the 
owners  of  the  cotton  does  not  seeoi  to  us  doubtful.  They  are  prize  courts,  havine 
full  jurisdiction  of  all  questions  as  to  prizes — indeed,  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  (by  which  alone  these  questions  were  to  be  deteruiined)  they  were  and  are  the 
only  courts  having  jurisdiction  of  prize  cases. 

Under  the  decision  which  the  two  Governments  have  adopted  in  the  Isaac  Taylor 
ease,  this  pending  case  has  been  disposed  of  by  competent  authorities. 

The  distinction  insisted  upon  by  the  claimants'  counsel — that  the  cotton  was  taken 
vpon  land,  and  therefore  that  the  court  has  no  jurisdiction,  and  its  judgments  must 
be  void— does  not  seem  to  us  a  tenable  ground  for  holding  that  the  decision  that  the 
claimants  were  not  the  owners  of  the  cotton  was  void  also. 

The  case  was  sent  back  to  the  district  court. 

It  is  8ui!icicnt  as  to  these  claimants  that  competent  authority  has  decided  that  they 
are  not  the  owners  of  the  cotton,  and  have  no  right  to  intervene. 

The  claim  is  dismissed  upon  the  ground  that  it  **  has  been  judicially  or  otherwise 
disposed  of,''  under  the  second  article  of  the  convention,  and  is  therefore  one  of  those 
cases  which  are  excepted  from  our  jurisdiction. 

A  disseutiug  opinion  was  filed  by  Mr.  Oommissioner  Lefaivre  in  these 
words : 

The  830  bales  of  cotton  to  which  this  claim  relates,  and  which  were  seized  on  April 
8,  1864,  at  the  Simmons  plantation,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  in  Louisiana,  by  the  Fed- 
eral authorities,  were  umloubtt'dly  the  property  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co., /of  Havre, 
France.  It  is  immaterial  whether  the  cotton  was  acquired  by  them  from  the  Confed- 
erate Goverument  or  from  h6ou  Queyrouze,  or  whether  the  consideration  given  by 
them  for  Jihe  cotton  was  cloth  or  monev.  The  claimants  were  neutral  French  citizens 
and  merchants.  As  such  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  buy  cotton  from  the  Confederate 
Government  with  cloth  or  money.  L^on  Queyrouze  was  a  Frenchman  who  had  been 
naturalized  as  an  American  citizen,  but  was  residing  at  Matamoros,  Mexico,  and  en- 
gaged in  business  there  at  the  time  when  the  cotton  in  question  was  sold  to  him  as 
Srincipal,  or  as  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  The  non-intercourse  act  of  the  United 
tates  could  not  and  did  not  apply  to  him,  because  that  act  could  have  no  extra- 
territorial eflfect. 

The  830  bales  of  cotton  belonging  to  the  claimants  were  sold  on  June  22,  1864,  by 
the  United  States  authorities  for  the  sum  of  >350, 726.46.  (Record,  pp.  113  and  283.) 
From  this  gross  amount  there  was  deducted  the  sum  of  $41,566  for  ''cost  and  ex- 
penses'' (Record,  p.  288),  leaving  as  the  net  proceeds  of  the  cotton,  deposited  in  the 
Uuited  States  Treasury,  the  sum  of  $309,160.46.  This  sum,  with  interest  from  Jane 
22,  1864,  the  claimants  are  entitled  to  recover  of  the  United  States.  The  honor  and 
good  faith  of  the  United  States  Government,  in  view  of  promises  heretofore  made  by 
the  State  Department,  imperatively  demand  the  settlement  of  this  claim. 

Elise  Lebbet  r.  The  United  States,  No.  173. 

The  case  of  Elise  Lebret  v.  The  United  States,  No.  173,  involved 
qnestioDS  that  were  exceptional  in  the  history  of  the  Commission. 
She  set  forth  in  her  memorial  that  she  was  born  at  Metz,  Department 
of  Moselle,  France,  the  24th  day  of  March,  1809;  that  her  husband 
was  an  American  citizen;  that  the  United  States  forc^,  under  the 
command  of  Major-General  Banks,  appropriated  or  destroyed  property 
beloncjing  to  herself  and  her  husband  in  community,  of  the  value  of 
$41,760;  that  she  was  the  owner  in  her  own  right  of  one-half  of  the 
property  so  approi)riated  or  destroyed,  and  that  there  was  due  to  her 
as  principal  and  interest  the  sum  of  $30,540. 

Upon  this  statement  of  facts,  as  set  forth,  the  counsel  for  the  Unite<l 
States  interposed  a  demurrer,  upon  the  ground  that  it  appeared  on  the 
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face  of  the  memorial  that  the  claimant  was  au  Ameiican  citizen  at  the 
time  of  the  conclusion  of  the  treaty  under  which  the  Commission  was 
organized,  as  her  nationality  followed  that  of  her  husband. 

Previous  to  the  hearing  upon  the  demurrer  a  large  amount  of  testi- 
moDy  was  introduced  in  behalf  of  the  claimant,  and  the  facts  disclosed 
by  that  testimony  were  used  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  and 
by  the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France  in  the  briefs  and  arguments 
afterwards  submitted  to  the  Commission. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  his  opening  brief  referred  to 
section  1994  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  pro- 
vides that — 

Any  woman  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  married  to  a  citizen  of  the  Uuite<l 
States,  and  who  might  herself  be  lawfully  naturalized,  shall  become  a  citizen. 

• 

He  also  referred  to  the  case  of  Kelly  v.  Owen  (7  Wallace,  496),  in 
which  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  construed  the  original 
statute  of  1855  as  conferring  upon  a  married  woman  born  in  another 
country  all  the  rights  of  a  citizen  whenever  her  husband  had  been  nat- 
uralized under  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

The  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  admitted  that  by  the  law  of  the 
United  States  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  but 
he  contended  in  reply  that  the  case  should  be  governed  by  the  law  of 
France.  In  support  of  this  position  he  quoted  the  19th  article  of  the 
Code  Napoleon,  which  provides  that  '^  a  French  woman  who  marries  a 
foreigner  accepts  the  condition  of  her  husband.'^  Authorities  were 
quoted  and  arguments  submitted  by  him  to  support  the  position  that 
this  article  of  the  French  Code  was  to  be  so  construed  as  to  limit  the 
situation  of  the  wife  in  regard  to  nationality  to  the  condition  of  her 
husband  at  the  time  of  marriage,  and  it  was  claimed  that  any  subse- 
quent act  of  his,  by  which  his  own  nationality  was  changed,  could  not 
affect  her.  It  was  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  the 
French  authorities  were  divided  upon  the  question  at  issue,  some  con- 
tending that  upon  the  marriage  of  a  French  woman  she  was  bound  not 
only  to  accept  the  existing  nationality  of  her  husband,  but  also  to  ac- 
cept any  other  nationality  which  he  might  subsequently  assume.  This 
opinion  was  held  by  Prudhon,  Treatise  on  States  and  Persons,  T.  1,  pp. 
126  and  452;  Foelix  Droit  International,  T.  1,  p.  93;  Massie  Droit 
Comm.,  T,  1,  p.  Ill,  No.  48;  M.  Verambon  in  "Revue  Practique,"  T. 
8,  p.  50,  et  seq.  In  answer  to  the  position  taken  by  these  authorities, 
the  counsel  for  the  claimant  quoted  the  eminent  jurist,  Stoicesco,  in  his 
"Etudes  de  naturalization,"  p.  278.  Stoicesco,  in  denying  the  broad 
construction  given  to  Article  19  of  the  Code  Napoleon,  maintains  the 
doctrine  that— 

The  change  of  nationality  which  operated  on  the  state  of  the  woman  hy  her  mar- 
riftge  with  a  man  of  dififerent  nationality  takes  place  the  moment  fihe  is  married. 
This  change  is  supposed  to  be  effected  throngh  the  consent  of  the  woman,  and  the 
presamption  is  jastifiabie,  because  she  knows  the  nationality  of  her  future  husband 
it  the  time  of  her  marriage.  She  can  then  Judge  whether  the  change  suits  her;  but 
it  is  impossible  to  give  to lier  consent  a  larger  comprehension.  It  is  not  probable  that 
the  woman  would  accept  blindly  in  advance  all  the  conditions  which  her  husband 
might  please  to  take  upon  himself. 

Accepting  this  doctrine,  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  maintained  that 
Elise  Lebret  had  retained  her  citizenship  in  France.  The  counsel  for 
the  claimant  contended,  also,  that  by  public  law  the  wife  followed  the 
condition  of  her  husband  as  to  nationality  by  accepting  the  citizenship 
of  her  husband  at  the  time  of  marriage.  This  view  was  supported  by 
the  case  of  Mrs.  Preto,  the  wife  of  a  subject  of  Spain,  bul  vfVio  \?^%  Wife 
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daughter  of  Judge  Griffith,  a  citizen  of  the  Uoited  States  aod  of  the 
Stat«  of  New  Jersey.  Upon  the  death  of  Mr.  Preto,  Mrs.  Preto  and  her 
daughter  returned  to  the  United  States  and  asserted  a  claim  to  citizen- 
ship here,  notwithstanding  Mrs.  Preto's  marriage  to  a  Spanish  subject 
Attorney-General  Bates,  in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  the 
6th  of  August,  1862,  sustained  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Preto.  Other  author- 
ities were  cited  in  support  of  the  same  position. 

In  answer  to  the  brief  of  the  memorialist  the  counsel  for  the' United 
States  set  forth  the  facts  of  record,  which  were  subsequently  assents 
to  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  as  follows : 

1.  That  the  memorialist,  Elise  Lebret,  was  born  at  Metz,  Department  of  Moselle, 
France,  the  24th  day  of  March,  1809. 

2.  That  she  was  married  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  April  13,  1841,  to  Pien« 
Lebret. 

.  3.  That  at  the  time  of  the  marriage  Pierre  Lebret  and  Elise  Lebret  were  both  citi- 
zens or  subjects  of  France. 

4.  That  tlie  said  Pierre  Lebret  was  naturalized  and  became  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  in  the  year  1846. 

5.  That  he  died  May  15,  1879. 

6.  That  from  the  date  of  his  marriage  until  his  death  he  and  his  w^ife  resided  in  the 
United  States,  and  that  the  residence  of  the  wife  in  the  United  States  has  con- 
tinued to  the  present  time. 

7.  That  the  said  Flise  Lebret  protested  against  the  act  of  her  husband  in  becoming 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  declar^  her  intention  to  remain  a  French  citi- 
zen. 

8.  That  the  said  Elise  Lebret,  the  22d  of  January,  1872,  appeared  before  the  French 
consnl  at  New  Orleans,  and  made  a  declaration  that  she  intended  to  preserve  her 
nationality  as  a  citizen  of  France,  in  conformity  to  the  treaties  between  France  and 
Germany  of  the  10th  of  May  and  the  11th  of  June,  1871. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended  that  upon  these  facts  the 
only  question  before  the  Commission  was :  Did  Elise  Lebret  become  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  by  virtue  of  the  citizenship  of  her  husband  t 
He  assumed  that  the  burden  of  proof  was  upon  the  claimant  to  show, 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt,  that  she  was  a  citizen  er  subject  of  France. 
Inthe  opening  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  it  was  claimed 
that  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  the  memorialist  was  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States.  That  point  was  conceded  by  the  brief  of  the  counsel 
for  the  claimant  in  reply.  It  was  only  necessary,  therefore,  to  inquire 
whether  the  memorialist  was  at  the  same  time  a  citizen  of  France.  As 
there  was  no  reference  in  the  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  to 
any  provision  of  the  code  of  France  which  either  asserted  or  denied 
citizenship  to  a  French  woman  whose  husband  after  marriage  re- 
nounced his  allegiance  to  France  and  became  a  citizen  of  another  conn- 
try,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  assumed  that  no  such  specific 
provision  existed.  As  to  article  12  of  the  Code  Napoleon,  which  de- 
clares that  a  foreigner  who  marries  a  Frenchman  accepts  the  condi- 
tion of  her  husband,  and  article  19,  which  provides  that  a  French 
woman  who  marries  a  foreigner  accepts  the  condition  of  her  husband, 
it  was  maintained  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that  it  was  the 
policy  of  the  code  to  give  unity  to  the  family  in  the  matter  of  citizen- 
ship, and  to  make  the  nationality  of  the  husband  supreme.  He  main- 
tained, also,  that  by  the  authority  of  those  provisions  the  nationality 
of  the  wife  was  subordinated  to  the  nationality  of  the  husband.  Ue 
also  claimed  that  if  Mrs.  Lebret  did  not  become  an  American  citizen 
by  the  naturalization  of  her  husband,  then  the  wives  of  all  French  im- 
migrants to  the  United  States  who  had  become  American  citizens  since 
marriage  were  yet  citizens  of  France.  Argument  was  offered  by  hira 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  forth  the  nature  of  the  difBculties  that  would 
e:rist  if  the  husband  were  of  one  nationality  and  the  wife  of  another. 
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The  circamstance  that  the  French  authorities  were  divided  in  opinion 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  two  provisions  of  the  code  cited  was  referred  to 
as  sustaining  the  position  that  the  law  of  France  was  not  so  well  settled 
in  support  of  the  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  as  to 
iustify  the  Commission  in  accepting  his  authorities  ou  either  side  as  con- 
clusive. The  counsel  for  the  United  States  quoted  the  opinion  of  Chief- 
Justice  Cockburn  in  his  work  on  Nationality  (p.  211),  in  which  he  con- 
siders the  provisions  of  the  Code  Napoleon,  and  says : 

Next  as  to  the  family  of  the  party  natnralized,  and  firat  as  to  the  wife.  Jurists  are 
divided  as  to  whether  the  wife  should  lose  her  former  nationality  when  the  husband 
ehanges  his.  Monsieur  Fcelix  asserts  the  affirmative.  His  learned  editor.  Monsieur 
Detuongeat,  citing  several  French  jurists,  maintains  the  reverse.  The  question,  how- 
ever, seems  scarcely  to  admit  of  serious  discussion.  The  identity  ^f  interest  which 
exists  between  husiiand  and  wife,  and  which  leads  in  the  foreign  law  to  the  general 
rule — a  rule  which  ought  to  be  adopted  in  our  own — that  the  nationality  of  the  wife 
should  follow  that  of  the  husband,  must  apply  as  much  to  a  substituted  nationality 
as  to  that  of  origin.  The  consent  given  by  the  wife  on  marriage  to  exchange  her  na- 
tionality for  that  of  the  husband  may  be  taken  as  equally  ap]»lying  to  any  nationality 
which  he  may  afterwards  acquire  in  the  place  of  the  former  one. 

It  was  further  contended  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  that 
the  claimant  had  lost  her  French  citizenship  by  long  residence  in  the 
United  States,  and  without  the  intention  to  return  to  France,  Article 
17  of  the  Code  Napoleon  provides  that  French  citizenship  shall  be  lost 
by  domicile  in  a  foreign  country  without  intention  of  returning.  The 
record  showed  that  Mrs.  Lebret  was  married  in  New  Orleans  in  1841 ; 
that  her  husband  was  natnralized  and  became  an  American  citizen  in 
1846;  that  he  remained  in  this  country  until  his  death,  in  1879;  that 
his  wife  continued  to  live  with  him  during  all  that  period  ;  and  that  at 
the  date  of  the  treaty  she  was  residing  at  West  Feliciana,  La.,  having 
been  a  continuous  resident  of  the  United  States  for  more  than  forty 
years.  Upon  these  facts  it  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States  that  she  was  residing  in  the  United  States  without  the  intention 
of  returning  to  France.  In  conclusion,  it  was  claimed  by  the  counsel 
for  the  United  States — 

L  That  the  burden  is  upon  the  memorialist  to  prove  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt 
that  she  is  a  French  citizen. 

2.  That  by  the  naturalization  of  Pierre  Lebret  his  wife  became  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States. 

3.  That  the  ''Code  Napoleon/'  and  the  views  of  commentators  upon  that  code,  do 
not  jnstify  the  conclusion  that  she  is  a  citizen  of  France. 

4.  That  her  continued  residence  in  this  country  for  forty  years,  and  under  circum- 
stances justifying  the  conclusion  that  she  had  no  intention  of  returnin^r  to  France, 
haH  subjected  her  to  the  exclusion  from  French  oitizenship  contemplated  by  Article 
XVII  of  the  code. 

5.  That  the  true  rule  of  construction  is  this:  When  the  treaty  pledges  compensa- 
tion by  France  to  citizens  of  the  United  Slates,  it  refers  to  those  persons  onl^  whose 
eitizenship  in  tlie  United  States  is  not  4iiali^o<l  ^^  compromised  by  allegiance  to 
France,  and  that  when  the  treaty  pledf^es  compensation  by  the  United  States  to  cit- 
iwns  of  France,  reference  is  made  to  those  persons  only  who  are  not  only  citizens  of 
Fraoce,  but  who  are  also  not  included  among  the  citizens  of  the  United  States. 

It  cannot  be  assumed  of  either  Government  that  it  intended  to  compensate  persons 
whom  it  claims  as  its  own  citizens,  and  that  through  the  agency  of  another  Govern- 
ment. 

lu  the  oral  argument  made  by  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  counsel  for  the 
Government  of  France,  the  doctrines  set  forth  in  the  brief  of  the  special 
counsel  for  the  claimant  were  restated  in  part  and  indorsed  in  full.  Re- 
ferring to  the  authorities  that  were  cited  in  the  brief  for  the  claimant, 
the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  said  that  the  French  law  had  es- 
tablished as  a  rule  that  whenever  a  French  woman  married  an  alien  she 
followed  her  husband's  nationality  ;  but  that  the  French  law  had  no- 

H.  Ex.  235 9 
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where  said  that  in  case  a  French  woman  married  a  Frenchman,  and  her 
husband  subsequently  to  marriage  emigrated  with  or  without  her  to  a 
foreign  country,  and  became  naturalized  there,  the  fact  of  his  being  so 
naturalized  affected  the  nationality  of  his  wife.  He  maintained,  also, 
that  the  authorities  were  almost  unanimous  in  support  of  the  opinion 
that  a  woman  so  married,  even  when  residing  abroad  with  her  husband, 
who  was  naturalized  in  that  foreign  country,  retained  her  French  na- 
tionality. He  contended  that  this  doctrine  was  upheld  by  two  decis- 
ions, one  of  the  court  of  Paris,  and  the  other  of  the  court  of  Douai  of 
a  later  date.  These  cases  were  referred  to  in  the  brief.  He  cited  as 
authorities  Demolombe,  and  Merlin,  the  procureur-general  to  the  Court 
of  Cassation.  The  counsel  for  the  French  Kepublic  maintained  that 
difference  of  nationality  between  husband  and  wife  did  not  destroy  the 
unity  of  domicile  created  by  the  civil  code  of  France.  In  support  of 
this  position  he  cited  the  treaty  of  Frankfort,  between  France  and  Ger- 
many, and  claimed  that  under  that  treaty  two  nationalities  might  exist 
in  the  same  family;  that  the  husband, for  example,  could  select  French 
nationality,  while  the  wife  remained  a  German  subject.  In  support  of 
this  view  he  also  cited  the  case  of  Shanks  v.  Dupont  (3  Pet.,  248).  In 
that  case  tbe  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  said  : 

It  does  not  appear  to  us  that  her  situation  &a  &  feme  covert  disabled  her  from  a  change 
of  allegiance.  British /em e^  covert,  residing  here  with  their  husbands  at  the  time  of 
bur  independence,  and  adhering  to  our  side  until  the  close  of  the  war,  have  been 
always  supposed  to  have  become  thereby  American  citizens,  and  to  have  been  ab- 
solv^  from  their  antecedent  British  allegiance.  The  incapacities  of  femes  corert, 
provided  by  the  common  law,  apply  to  their  civil  rights,  and  are  for  their  protection 
and  interest.  But  they  do  not  reach  their  political  rights  nor  prevent  their  acquinng 
or  losing  a  natioual  character. 

He  also  referred  to  the  first  of  Cranch's  Circuit  Court  Reports  (p.  92), 
where  2b  feme  covert  obtained  letters  of  naturalization  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  her  husband  remaining  an  alien.  The  counsel  of  the  French 
Republic  cited  also  the  language  of  Chief-Justice  Cockburn,  in  his 
work  on  nationality  before  referred  to,  who  says : 

Nothing  short  of  actual  naturalization,  carried  out  by  such  formal  and  solemn  acta 
as  the  law  of  the  particular  country  may  require,  will  have  the  eifect  of  conferring, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  a  new  nationality,  and  at  the  same  time  of  destroying 
the  old. 

As  to  the  position  taken  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  that 
the  facts  showed  that  Elise  Lebret  had  no  intention  of  returning  to 
France,  and  that  her  citizenship  in  that  country  had  been  forfeited 
thereby,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government  maintained  that  the 
burden  of  proof  was  upon  the  United  States  to  show  that  the  claimant 
had  no  intention  of  returning  to  France;  that  the  presumption  was 
always  in  favor  of  the  esprit  de  retour.  He  cited  the  decision  of  the 
court  of  Cassation  of  the  year  1811,  in  which  the  declaration  was  made 
that  the  Frenchman  is  always  presumed  to  retain  the  animus  revertendi 
whatever  length  of  time  he  had  his  residence  abroad,  and  that  this  ex- 
tended even  to  the  case  where  the  party  was  born  on  foreign  soil  of  a 
French  father,  and  when  he  may  be  presumed  to  have  natural  afiection 
for  that  foreign  land. 

In  conclusion,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  maintained  these 
propositions : 

1.  Article  19  of  the  Code  Napoleon  declares  that  the  French  woman  who  marries  a 
foreigner  accepts  the  condition  of  her  husband.  But  the  condition  is  his  nationality 
tit  the  time  of  the  marriage.  No  subsequent  change  of  his  nationality  affects  that  of 
the  wife  unless  she  willingly  Joins  in  the  act,  or  is  naturalized  separately.    (Court  of 


FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  131 

sppeaU,  Parifl^^June  21,  1818,  8.  18,  2,358;  Delmolombe,  Zacbarite,  226,  228;  Yalette 
oa  Proadhom,  Note  A,  volume  5,  126 ;  Demongeat  on  Felix,  T.  1,  page  93 ;  Merlin 
Repertoire,  Stoicesco,  page  278. ) 

2.  By  the  laws  of  the  IJnited  States  an  American  woman  marrying  an  alien  remained 
ao  American  woman;  only  her  civil  statns  was  changed.  (Shanks  v.  Dapont  et  aZ.,  3 
Peters,  246;  Opinion  of  Attorney-General  Bates  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  Pre  to;  Attorney- 
General  Opinions,  volume  10,  page  321 ;  Attorney-General  Taft  in  Mary  d' Ambrosia, 
ik,  volume  15,600.) 

3.  The  act  of  Congress,  February  10, 1855,  made  no  alteration  in  the  law  that  mar- 
riage of  an  American  woman  to  a  foreigner  did  not  change  her  nationality.  And, 
farther,  the  principles  of  international  law  as  established  by  the  Mexican  Claims  Com- 
mission do  not  recognize  changes  of  nationality  by  mere  operation  of  law  on  the  part 
of  the  country  where  the  alien  resides.  (Anderson  and  Thompson  r.  Mexico,  opinion 
of  Dr.  Lieber,  umpire.) 

4.  The  United  States  has  never  adhered  to  the  general  rule  of  the  continental  na~ 
tions  that  the  nationality  of  the  wife  follows  the  condition  of  the  husband  at  the  time 
of  marriage. 

But  has  only  availed  of  that  rule  in  the  reception  of  new  citizens,  not  admitting  its 
fsrce  or  effect  as  to  its  own  citizens. 

5.  The  rule  of  naturalization,  in  so  far  as  it  is  public  law  and  as  it  has  been  gener- 
ally held  and  exercised  by  nearly  all  the  continental  nations  of  Europe,  is  tliat  it 
mast  be  actual,  and  by  formal  and  solemn  act.  Nothing  short  of  this  will  confer  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  a  new  nationality,  and  at  the  same  time  destroy  the  old. 
Imi^ied  naturalization  is  not  known  or  permitted.  (Cockburn  (p.  184),  and  the  French 
authorities  already  quoted. ) 

The  demarrer  was  sastained  by  the  decision  of  all  the  commissioners, 
in  a  naked  opinion,  without  argument  or  reasons.  An  opinion  was 
given,  however,  by  Monsieur  de  Geofroy,  commissioner  for  France, 
who  placed  bis  assent  npon  the  ground  that  the  claimant  had  lived  in 
the  IJnited  States  for  more  than  forty  years ;  that  she  had  not  indicated 
any  disposition  to  return  to  France ;  that  she  and  her  husband  had 
accumulated  a  large  estate,  which  bad  enjoyed  the  protection  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States;  that  she  had  not  in  any  manner  con- 
tributed to  the  interests  of  France,  and  that  her  attachment  was  too 
platonic  to  justify  France  in  demanding  compensation  for  the  losses  she 
had  sustained. 

The  commissioner  for  the  United  States  submitted  an  opinion,  with 
authorities  and  arguments,  in  support  of  the  position  that  Elise  Lebret 
became  an  American  citizen  by  the  naturalization  of  her  husband  in 
1846. 

The  opinion  of  the  commissioner  for  France  and  the  opinion  of  the 
commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  will  be  found  in  the 
Appendix,  marked  respectively  C  and  D.  ^ 

William  Means,  Bxboutoe  op  Auoustb  Labbot,  v.  The  United 

States,  No.  272. 

The  memorial  set  forth  that  the  said  Labrot  was  in  the  year  1862  the 
oirner  of  a  tract  of  land  in  the  county  of  Kenton,  State  of  Kentucky,  on 
tbe  west  bank  of  the  Licking  River,  on  which  was  standing  a  grove  of 
locust  trees.  A  portion  of  the  army  of  the  United  States  was  encamped 
in  the  neighborhood  nnder  the  command  of  General  Lew  Wallace. 
Upon  the  s^vice  of  an  engineer,  Gtoneral  Wallace  ordered  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  grove,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  free  range  to  the  guns  iu 
the  defense  of  the  position. 

As  the  property  was  situated  in  a  State  which  recognized  the  juris- 
diction of  the  National  (TOvernmenL  and  as  the  destruction  of  the  prop- 
erty was  dne  to  a  specific  order  of  the  general  in  command  and  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public  service,  the  liability  of  the  Government  to 
compensate  the  owner  for  the  value  of  the  property  destroyed  was  ad- 
mitted by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States. 
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It  was  contended  by  the  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  that  the 
grove  was  of  great  value,  as  it  added  to  the  beauty  of  the  landscape, 
and  that  the  estate  was  injured  to  the  amount  of  $6,000  by  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  grove.  The  counsel  for  the  United  States  contended  that 
the  value  of  the  grove,  which  coosisted  of  three  acres  of  locust  trees, 
represented  to  have  been  about  12  inches  in  diameter  and  30  to  40  feet 
in  hdght,  could  not  have  exceeded  $400. 

An  award  was  made  by  the  Commission  in  the  sum  of  $1,500. 

Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  No.  1. 

The  claimant  alleged  in  his  memorial  that  on  or  about  the  14th  day 
of  October,  1870,  at  the  city  and  port  of  New  York,  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  the  commercial  firm  of  Charles  Lnling  &  Co.,  shipped  for  ac- 
count of  the  memorialist,  on  board  a  North  German  vessel  called  the 
Magdalene,  7,900  barrels  of  refined  petroleum,  measuring  374,590^  gal- 
lons, of  the  net  value  of  $83,191.55  in  gold  of  the  United  States.  He 
further  alleged  that  said  vessel  was  bound  for  Bremen;  that  on  the  15th 
day  of  October,  1870,  the  same  was  captured  by  a  French  cruiser 
named  D'Estaing,  and  the  vessel  and  cargo,  including  said  quantity  of 
petroleum,  were  carried  into  the  port  of  Brest,  where  such  proceedings 
were  had  in  the  prize  court  and  upon  appeal  to  the  court  of  final  juris- 
diction  as  led  to  the  condemnation  of  the  property  of  the  memorialist, 
and  sale  of  the  same  by  a  decree  of  said  courts,  and  the  payment  of 
the  proceeds  into  the  fund  for  the  support  of  invalids  of  the  French 
army. 

Upon  this  statement  of  facts,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government 
demurred  to  the  memorial  upon  three  grounds,  namely:  First,  that  there 
had  been  an  adjudication  of  the  subject-matter;  second,  that  the  me- 
morial did  not  charge  that  there  was  any  irregularity  in  the  proceedings . 
before  the  French  courts,  either  in  the  first  instance  or  on  appeal ;  third, 
that  the  memorial  failed  to  show  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  had  ever  taken  any  action  upon  the  protest  addressed  by  the 
memorialist  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
or  deemed  said  protest  worthy  of  being  made  the  subject  of  diplomatic 
conespondence  between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Government  of  the  French  Eepublic. 

In  the  brief  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  in  support 
of  the  demurrer,  he  said : 

The  couvention  of  January  15,  1881,  contains  the  following  provision: 

''The  said  Commission  *  ^  *  shall  be  competent  and  obligod  to  decide  upon  all 
claims  of  the  aforesaid  character,  *  *  *  except  such  as  have  been  already  diplo- 
matically, judicially,  or  otherwise  by  competent  authorities  heretofore  disposed  of  by 
either  Government." 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  prize  court  and  of  the  council  of  State  of  the  French  Repub- 
lic as  an  appellate  court,  over  captures  made  on  the  high  seas,  is  admitted  by  claimant. 
''The  French  prize  court  condemned  the  property  and  ordered  the  same  to  be  sold  as 
aforesaid,  and  the  French  appellate  court  affiimed  the  same." 

The  undersigned  submits  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Council  of  State  being  thas 
admitted  by  claimant — it  being  also  admitted  by  him  that  the  said  Council  of  Stat« 
had  appellate  jurisdiction — this  claim  is  excluded  from  the  jurisdiction  of  thia  honor- 
able Commission. 

It  was  further  agreed  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government  tha^ 
the  neglect  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  call  the  atteutioa 
of  the  Government  of  France  to  the  claim  constituted  such  laches  a» 
justified  the  Commission  in  refusing  to  take  jurisdiction  of  the  ca«e. 

The  special  counsel  for  Taylor  prepared  a  brief  in  which  the  positioim 
was  taken  that  the  adjudication  of  the  prize  courts  in  France  did  uot^ 
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disiK>se  of  the  claim,  bat,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  action  of  those 
courts  created  the  claim. 

In  addition  to  the  brief  submitted  by  the  special  counsel,  the  counsel 
for  the  United  States  prepared  the  following  brief,  which  was  submitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  State: 

Washington,  December  9,  1881. 

There  is  but  odo  siufrle  alternative  qnestioo  raised  by  the  niemorial  aucl  demurrer 
in  this  case,  namely ;  Did  the  decision  of  the  Council  of  State  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, affirming  the  capture  of  the  property  of  the  memorialist,  dJMpose  of  the  claim 
against  the  Government  of  France,  or  did  it  create  a  claim  against  that  Government  f 

That  portion  of  the  treaty  (Art.  I)  which  describes  and  specifies  the  character  of 
claimants  who  may  prosecote  claims  before  this  Commission,  and  the  nature  of  the 
claims  which  may  be  presented,  provides  that  they  must  be  claims  either  upon  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  claims  upon  the  Government  of  France,  and  that 
claims  upon  the  Government  of  France  can  only  be  presented  and  prosecuted  by  cor- 
porations, companies,  or  private  individuals,  citizens  of  the  United  States.  It  is  not 
denied  that  the  memorialist  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  the  essential  ques- 
tions are,  is  the  claim  against  the  Government  of  France,  and,  if  so,  when  did  it 
arise? 

It  is  settled  by  a  long  line  of  authorities,  many  of  which  are  cited  in  the  brief  pre- 
pared by  the  special  counsel  for  the  claimant  in  this  case — and  the  counsel  for  th^ 
Unit«d  State's  i«  not  aware  of  any  authority  to  the  contrary — that  in  a  prize  court  the 
claimants  who  appear  as  against  the  captors  make  no  claim  whatever  against  the 
Government  represented  by  the  captors,  nor  can  any  siich  claim  exist,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  represented  by  the  captors  does  not  appropriate  the  property  until 
the  judgment  of  the  prize  court  is  rendered.  The  proceeding  is  in  rem  and  upon  the 
;knegation  by  the  captors  that  the  thing  taken  is  properly  prize  of  war. 

The  claim  made  by  the  claimant  before  the  prize  court  is  that  he  is  the  lawful 
owner  of  the  property,  and  that  the  thing  captured  is  not  prize  of  war.  When  the 
dt^ision  of  the  prize  court  is  in  favor  of  the  Government  and  against  the  claimant,  as 
Id  this  case,  and  when  the  claimant  has  made  his  appeal  to  the  highest  judicial  tri- 
bunal of  the  conntry  in  which  the  prize  court  is  efitaDli8hed,and  has  prosecuted  that 
appeal  to  a  final  det>ermination,  and  a  decree  is  made  or  affirmed  that  the  property  so 
taken  is  lawful  prize  of  war,  the  property  is  then  either  specifically  or  by  conversion 
appropriated  by  the  Government;  and  the  claim,  if  it  has  been  unlawfully  so  appro- 
priated, is  against  the  Government  making  the  appropriation. 

In  the  case  at  bar  the  decree  was  either  m^^e  or  affirmed  by  the  Council  of  Stat« 
of  the  French  Grovemment,  to  which  an  appeal  was  properly  made,  that  council  hav- 
ing appellate  and  final  jnrisdiction  of  the  case.  There  can  be  no  question  that  that 
body  was  of  the  civil  authorities  of  France;  that  a  decree  was  either  made  or  affirmed 
by  which  certain  property  claimed  by  this  memorialist  was  taken  from  the  possession 
of  those  to  whom  he  liad  entrusted  it,  and  appropriated  by  the  Government  of  France 
to  its  own  nse.  When  that  appropriation  was  made  the  claim  arose.  Whether  this 
claim  is  well  founded  or  not,  is  a  question  upon  which  this  Commission  is  not  now 
called  to  pass. 

At  this  stage  'of  the  proceedings,  Mr.  Outrey,  representing  the  Re- 
public of  France  at  Washington,  addressed  a  letter  to  tiie  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States,  in  which  he  called  attention  to  the  case  of 
Isaac  Taylor  and  the  position  it  then  occupied  before  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission.    In  that  letter  he  says : 

This  case  having  been  decided  in  France  by  the  prize  court,  and  afterwards,  on  ap- 
peal, by  the  Council  of  State,  the  agent  of  the  French  Government  before  the  Com- 
mission has  invoked  the  stipulations  of  Article  II  of  the  Convention  of  January  1.5, 
1^,  requesting  the  agent  of  the  United  States  Government  to  withdraw  it  before 
Mtion  in  the  case  is  taken  by  the  Commission. 

Hi8  letter  contained  an  argument  in  support  of  the  position  taken  by 
the  GOUDsel  for  the  French  Republic.  This  letter  was  dated  November 
18, 1881. 

The  briefs  in  the  case  were  submitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  CTnder  date  of  December  17,  1881, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  Hon.  James  G.  Blaine,  made  a  reply  to  Mr.  Outrey, 
in  which  he  said : 

Referring  to  your  note  of  the  18th  ultimo,  in  relation  to  the  case  o{laaiMTtt^\Q>t^^ 
eitizen  of  the  United  States,  which  woa  presented  to  the  Amencaiiaii^Vreiio\iC\&Vs&E 
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Commission  iu  February  last,  and  to  the  several  conversations  which  we  have  had 
upon  the  subject,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that,  after  such  consideration  as  I  have 
been  able  to  give  to  the  question,  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  be- 
cause of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by  the  competent  authorities  of  France,  of  which 
it  has  been  the  fsubject,  is  not  properly  within  the  cognizance  of  the  Mixed  Commift- 
sion  established  under  the  provisions  of  the  Convention  of  the  I5lh  of  January,  1880, 
between  the  two  Republics. 

In  accordance,  therefore,  with  this  determination,  the  agent  and  counsel  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  will  be  instructed  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Mr.  Isaac  Taylor 
from  the  further  consideration  of  the  Commission. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  proceeded  to  say  that  he  did  uot 
doubt  that  the  French  OovernmeDt,  animated  by  a  like  disposition, 
would  pursue  a  similar  course  with  regard  to  any  claims  presented  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Commission  on  behalf  of  citizens  of  France 
against  the  United  States  which  should  be  found  to  have  already  been 
inquired  into  and  decided  either  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise 
by  the  competent  authorities  of  the  United  States. 

In  accordance  with  this  arrangement,  the  counsel  for  the  United 
States  was  subsequently  instructed  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Isaac  Tay- 
lor V.  The  Republic  of  France,  and  certain  claims  against  the  United 
States  which  rested  upon  a  corresponding  state  of  facts  were  withdrawn 
by  the  agent  for  the  French  Government.  Those  cases  are  enumerated 
in  that  part  of  the  report  which  relates  to  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  Mor« 
&  Co.  vs.  The  United  States,  No.  211. 

William  C.  Tripleb  v.  The  French  Republic,  No.  4. 

Thomas  Masson  v.  The  French  Republic,  No.  15. 

These  memorialists  set  forth  iu  their  memorials  that  in  the  year  1863, 
while  they  were  in  partnership,  and  residing  temporarily  at  the  city  of 
Acapulco,  in  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  they  became  the  owners  by  pur- 
chase of  a  steamship  called  the  Anahuac,  and  a  schooner  called  the 
Teresa,  both  of  which  vessels  were  employed  by  them  in  the  transac- 
tion of  their. business  as  merchants.  The  evidence  disclosed  the  fact 
that,  although  the  purchase  money  was  paid  by  Tripler  and  Masson, 
the  conveyance  was  made  to  a  Mexican  named  Barrera.  The  reason 
given  by  Barrera  in  explanation  of  the  arrangement  was  that  Masson 
and  Tripler,  being  American  citizens,  could  not  own  a  vessel  and  carry 
on  the  coasting  trade  under  the  flag  of  Mexico.  In  the  month  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1864,  these  vessels  left  Acapulco  for  Puerto  Angel,  in  the  Re- 
public of  Mexico,  where  the  cargo  was  delivered  and  a  return  cargo 
was  taken  on  board.  Upon  the  return  of  the  vessels  from  Puerto 
Angel,  the  Anahuac  was  boarded  by  an  officer  from  a  French  man 
of  war,  the  Le  Rhin.  Shortly  afterwards  two  large  launches  from  a 
French  frigate  called  the  Pallas  were  sent,  and  the  men  and  officers 
from  the  launches  took  possession  of  the  two  vessels.  The  vessels 
making  the  seizure  were  a  part  of  the  blockading  squadron  which  was 
then  engaged  iu  support  of  what  was  called  the  '*  Imperial  party''  in 
Mexicx),  under  the  lead  of  Maximilian,  in  opposition  to  what  was  known 
as  the  ^'  Republican  Government,"  or  "  Liberal  Government"  in  that  coun- 
try. The  Anahuac  was  used  as  a  disj)atch-boat  for  a  time,  and  the 
evidence  showed  that  there  were  proceedings  by  which  the  vessel  and 
carifo  were  declared  to  b'3  a  prize  of  war  by  a  lociil  priza  caurc,  but  thcit 
when  the  case  was  brought  before  the  imperial  council  of  prizes  it  was 
decreed  that  the  vessel  should  be  restored  to  the  owners.  That  action 
was  in  conformity  to  a  decree  of  the  29th  of  March,  1865,  in  which  it  was 
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provided  that  restoration  should  be  made  in  ail  cases  where  the  vessels 
and  cargoes  had  not  been  -'  definitively  condemned."  The  proceeds  of  the 
cargo  when  sold  were  deposited  to  the  credit  of  whomsoever  it  might 
concern  in  the  Caisse  des  D^pdts  et  CouAignatious  at  Paris.  It  appeared 
from  the  evidence  that  the  vessel  was  never  restored,  the  reason  given 
being  that  it  was  not  practicable  to  find  the  owners. 

The  majority  of  the  Commission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and  Mr.  Lefaivre, 
wuLde  an  award  in  each  case,  in  the  terms  following  : 

Washington,  March  26,  1884. 

The  cargo  of  the  Anahuac  was  sold  by  the  French  authorities,  aud  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale,  amountinj^  to  6,829.57  francs,  were  deposited  with  the  '*  Caisse  des  Invalides 
de  la  Marine"  of  France.  The  court  of  prizes  of  France  decreed  restoration  of  said 
eargo,  or  of  its  proceeds,  to  its  owner. 

Wu  award  that  the  French  Government  shall  pay  a  sum  equal  to  one-half  of  said 
proceeds  deposited  with  the  ^* Caisse  des  Invalides  de  la  Marine^'  of  France,  aiuonnt- 
ing  to  3,414.78^  francs  to  the  claimant,  as  owner  of  one-half  of  the  cargo  of  the  Ana- 
hauc,  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum  from  April  I,  A.  D.  1864. 
And  when  said  award  ^hall  have  been  paid  by  the  Guvernment  of  the  French  Repub- 
lie  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  French  Government  shall 
be  subrogated  to  the  rights  of  the  claimant  to  the  said  one-half  of  the  sum  of  6,829.57 
francs  deposited  as  aforesaid,  with  accruing  interest. 

The  rest  of  the  claim  is  disallowed. 

Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis  added  the  following : 

While  I  assent  to  the  above  allowance,  I  must  respectfully  express  the  opinion  that 
the  further  sum  of  $4,888  ought  to  be  allowed  for  the  Mexican  dollars  which  I  think 
were  taken  by  the  French  military  authorities. 

The  Arizona  Mining  Co.  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  ^o.  13. 

George  Goodrum  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  No.  16. 

w.  \v.  wlllustun  and  w.  j.  dutton,  executors  of  the  es- 
TATE OF  Cory  Willustun,  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  No.  17. 

These  claims  all  rest  upon  one  state  of  facts.  A  certain  schooner, 
called  the  William  L.  Richardson,  was  the  property  of  Cory  Willustun, 
deceased,  and  George  Goodrum.  The  Richardson  was  an  American  ship, 
the  owners  were  American  citizens,  and  the  vessel  was  duly  registered 
at  the  custom-house  of  San  Francisco.  On  or  about  the  11th  day  of  Oc- 
tolier,  1864,  the  vessel  cleared  from  the  port  of  San  Francisco  under  com- 
mand of  Goodrum,  destined  for  La  Paz,  on  the  Colorado  River,  in  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Arizona.  The  Arizona  Mining  Co.,  a  corporation  existing  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Ne  w  York,  was  engaged  in  mining  in  Arizona  and 
for  the  purpose,  as  was  alleged,  of  prosecuting  its  business,  the  company 
shipped  100  kegs  of  powder  on  board  the  William  L.  Richardson. 
When  the  William  L.  Richardson  was  in  the  Gulf  of  California  and  near 
the  port  of  La  Paz,  in  Mexico,  she  was  brought  to  by  shots  from  the 
French  war  steamer  called  the  Diamant,  and  boarded.  The  French 
naval  officer  whohad  charge  of  the  boarding-party  demanded  the  vessel's 
papers.  These  were  delivered  under  protest,  and  the  schooner  was  taken 
in  tow  to  a  point  about  eight  miles  distant  from  La  Paz,  where  the  hatches 
wore  opened  and  the  powder  seized  and  taken  possession  of  b^^  the  au- 
thority of  the  oAicer  in  command  of  the  Diamant.  The  claims  of  Good- 
ram  and  Willustun,  Nos,  16  and  17,  covered  the  freight  on  the  powder, 
damages  for  the  detention  of  the  William  L.  Richardson  for  the  period 
of  ten  dajs,  and  further  damages  for  the  breaking  up  of  their  freighting 
line  on  the  Colorado  River,  amounting  in  all  to  $10,000.  The  Arizona 
Mining  Company  claimed  compensation  for  the  value  of  the  povrdet  tA»\L^w 
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by  the  steamer  Diamant,  and  for  the  injury  to  the  business  of  the  com- 
pany in  consequence  of  the  loss.  At  the  time  of  the  seizure  the  coast 
of  the  Gulf  of  California  was  guarded  by  French  crui/sers,  although  no 
formal  blockade  of  the  ports  of  Mexico  had  been  declared.  It  appeared 
that  an  order  had  been  given  by  the  French  authorities  to  the  French 
consul  at  San  Francisco  not  to  certify  an  invoice  of  powder  to  any  port 
in  Mexico.  The  seizure  of  the  vessel  and  the  appropriation  of  the  pow- 
der were  justified  by  thecounsel  for  the  French  Republic  upon  theground 
that  the  presence  of  the  William  L.  Richardson  so  near  the  western 
shores  of  the  Gulf  of  California,  and  near  the  port  of  La  Paz,  in  Mexico, 
warranted  the  conclusion  that  the  powder  was  destined  for  a  Mexican 
port. 

The  bill  of  lading  and  the  testimony  introduced  showed  that  the  powder 
was  blasting  powder,  and  it  was  contended  on  the  part  of  the  counsel 
for  the  United  States  that  the  vessel,  in  hugging  the  western  coast  of 
the  Gulf  of  California,  was  on  a  direct  line  to  the  mouth  of  the  Colorado 
River.  It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France  that 
the  powder  had  been  condemned  by  a  French  tribunal  as  prize  of  war. 
.  Evidence  of  the  condemnation  was  not  produced,  but  a  certificate  was 
furnished,  made  by  the  minister  of  the  navy  and  of  the  colonies,  that 
100  kegs  of  powder  were  captured  on  board  the  ship  Richardson  by  the 
French  aviso  the  Diamant,  of  the  naval  division  of  the  Pacific  Ocean ; 
that  the  seizure  of  that  powder,  regarded  as  contraband  of  war,  had  been 
held  to  be  valid  by  the  council  of  prizes;  that  its  value,  amounting  to 
1,303.70  francs  had  been  the  subject  consequently  of  distribution  among 
the  captors,  and  that  the  production  of  a  copy  ot  said  judgment  was  not 
possible,  the  archives  of  the  council  of  prizes  having  been  burned  in  1871. 
Upon  this  certificate  it  was  contended  on  the  part  of  the  counsel  for  the 
French  Government  that  as  to  the  powder  the  claim  was  barred  by  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  under  the  inteirpretation  which  had  been  given 
to  it  by  the  diplomatic  representatives  of  the  two  Governments.  It  was 
further  claimed  bv  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government  that  the  de- 
cision  of  the  case  by  the  imperial  council  of  prizes  was  final ;  that  its 
decision  that  the  powder  was  contraband  of  war  affected  the  vessel  ;  that 
the  claims  of  Goodrum  and  Willustun  should  be  rejected  for  the  reason 
that  the  ship  was  engaged  in  transporting  goods  contraband  of  war^ 
and  that  consequently  no  claim  for  detention  for  the  purpose  of  search- 
ing the  vessel  and  taking  therefrom  such  goods  could  be  maintained. 

It  was  said  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  in  reply  : 

By  the  treaty  of  1853  between  Mexico  and  the  United  States] the  United  States  was  en- 
titled to  the  free  navigation  of  the  Gulf  of  California  for  the  purpose  of  availing  itself 
of  the  river  Colorado,  which  is  wholly  within  our  jurisdiction.  The  Richardson  sailed 
from  San  Francisco,  as  it  appears  from  the  record,  without  knowledge  that  a  blockade 
had  been  declared.  She  was  sailing  at  the  time  of  the  arrest  in  waters  to  which  we 
had  free  access  by  the  treaty,  and  that  right  of  access  was  not  disturbed  by  the  cir- 
cumstance that  France  had  engaged  in  war  with  Mexico.  Those  wati^rs  remained 
free  to  us  for  all  our  purposes.  If  war  existed,  and  a  blockade  had  been  declared,  then, 
of  course,  we  had  no  right  to  run  the  blockade.  If  this  vessel  had  been  engaged  in 
mnning  the  blockade,  she  was  subject  to  seizure.  But  the  mere  fact  that  she  was 
using  the  waters  of  the  United  States — this  vessel  being  a  vessel  of  the  United  States 
— gave  her  an  absolute  right  to  be  where  she  was.  She  was  precisely  in  the  situation 
in  which  a  rcssel  clearing  from  Halifax,  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  bound  to  the  Bermuda 
Islands,  which  were  British  possessions,  would  have  been  during  our  war  with  refer- 
ence to  the  blockade  on  our  coast.  It  would  not  have  been  competent  for  one  of  oar 
blockading  vessels  to  have  seized  a  British  ship  when  thus  on  her  way  by  the  ordinary 
course,  or  out  of  her  way  by  stress  of  storm.  The  seizing  vessel  must  know,  before 
laying  hands  on  a  neutral  ship,  oreven  orderingher  to  heave  to,  thatsbe  was  outof  her 

E roper  course  by  her  own  motion,  and  that  the  diversion  from  the  proper  course  ninst 
ave  been  of  such  a  nature  as  to  show  that  she  was  intending  to  run  the  blockade. 
Otberwiae  the  assaulting  party  is  oulpable,  and  otherwise  there  would  be  no  freedom 
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of  the  sea.    The  Richardson  was  moviug  towards  the  mouth  of  the  Colorado  River 
by  the  direct  line,  as  may  be  seen  by  the  map.     She  was  hnggiug  the  coast,  to  be  sure, 
the  western  coast  of  the  Gulf  of  California;  but  that  was  the  line  of  direct  move- 
ment towards  the  mouth  of  the  Colorado  River.    The  idea  that  she  should  have  taken 
the  middle  of  the  Gulf,  or  the  eastern  shore,  is  absurd,  as  the  western  coast  was  the 
nearer  way,  and  she  had  a  right  to  use  it.     I  say  further  that  even  if  there  was  evi- 
dence that  she  intended  to  land  at  La  Paz,  in  Mexico,  the  most  that  could  have  been 
done  by  a  blockading  vessel  was  to  intercept  her  and  give  her  notice  that  she  could 
not  enter  a  ]K>rt  of  Mexico.    That  is  what  tlie  Diamant  was  bound  to  do.     She  had  na 
risht  to  board  the  Richardson.    The  Richardson  was  equipped  with  clean  papers,  and 
bound  from  San  Francisco  to  a  port  on  the  Colorado  River.     She  was  in  waters  which, 
by  treaty,  we  had  a  right  to  use.     Therefore  the  French  vessel  had  no  right,  even  if 
the  master  had  absolute  knowledge  that  the  Richardson  intended  to  enter  La  Paz,  in 
Mexico,  to  do  anything  more  than  to  notify  her  of  the  blockade.    Therefore  the  French 
vessel  was  in  fault  altogether.    That  fact  established  carries  with  ittlie  whole  of  this- 


We  were  upon  a  water  on  which  we  had  a  right  to  sail  our  ships,  and  upon  two 
gronnds — first,  that  it  was  an  open  sea;  secondly,  if  it  was  not  an  open  sen,  it  was 
water  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Mexico,  and  if  it  was  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
Mexico,  that  we  had  a  right  to  sail  npon  it  by  virtue  of  the  treaty  of  1 853.  There- 
fore we  had  a  right  to  be  upon  that  water  at  that  particular  time,  unmolested  by  any 
{government  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  If  Mexico  and  France  were  at  war,  the  only 
imitation  upon  that  right  would  be  the  right  of  France  to  enforce  against  us  the 
rules  of  war  in  reference  to  blockade.  All  that  the  Diamant  had  a  right  to  do  was  to 
warn  us  off  if  she  thought  we  were  bound  to  a  port  of  Mexico  with  articles  contraband 
of  war,  or  to  aid  the  belligerent. 

By  the  action  of  a  majority  of  the  Comtnission,  Baron  de  Arinos  and 
Mr.  Lefaivre,  these  cases  were  all  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 
Mr.  Commissioner  Aldis  dissented  from  the  decision  of  the  majority, 
and  reserved  the  right  to  file  an  opinion.  That  right  has  not  been  ex- 
ercised by  the  commissioner.  It  is  understood  that  a  majority  of  th& 
commission  accepted  the  certificate  of  the  minister  of  the  navy  and  of 
the  colonies  as  satisfactory  proof  that  the  case  had  been  jndicially  dis- 
posed of,  conformably  to  the  diplomatic  agreement  between  the  two- 
governments.    • 

William  Ogden  Giles  v.  The  Republic  op  France,  No.  12. 

The  claimant,  an  American  citizen,  was  the  owner  of  a  factory,  situ- 
ated at  Pantln,  between  the  walls  and  the  outer  fortifications  of  the 
city  of  Paris.  The  factory  was  erected  in  1869  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  the  business  of  preserving  wood  for  railroad  ties.  In  1870,  and 
during  the  seige  of  Paris  by  the  Germans,  the  factory  with  its  contents 
was  destroyed,  for  which  the  memorialist  claimed  compensation  in  the 
sum  of  52,722.80  francs.  The  evidence  tended  to  show,  and  the  facts 
were  in  substance  admitted  by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic, 
that  daring  the  seige  of  Paris  the  property  of  Giles  so  situated  was  in- 
jared  and  portions  of  it  taken  by  franc- tireurs,  the  guardnationale,  and 
marauders.  Following  the  partial  destruction  of  the  property  an  order 
was  gived  by  General  Trochu  for  the  evacuation  of  what  was  called  the 
"zone  militaire,"  in  which  the  factory  of  said  Giles  was  situated.  This 
order  was  dated  the  8th  day  of  September,  1870.  The  10th  day  of 
September,  two  days  afterwards,  the  *'  Moniteur  Universal"  announced 
the  destruction  of  the  buildiugs  in  the  "zone  railitaire"  by  tire  as  a 
measure  very  expedient. 

It  was  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France  that  the 
military  zone  around  Paris  is  limited  by  the  law  of  1821  to  150  meters, 
and  therefore  Giles's  buildings,  that  were  at  a  distance  of  450  meters, 
could  not  be  included  ;  beside,  the  report  of  the  chief  of  the  engineers 

•howed  that  no  property  was  destroyed  in  that  vicinity. 
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It  was  also  claimed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Freuch  Repablic  that  the 
acts  complained  of,  if  committed,  were  the  unauthorized  acts  of  soldiers 
and  marauders ;  that  no  authority  had  been  given  by  any  civil  or  military 
officer  of  the  French  Govern  ment ;  that  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty  and  the 
decisions  of  the  Commission  the  Government  was  not  responsible  there- 
for ;  and  that,  as  to  the  order  of  General  Trochu,  it  did  not  direct  the 
destruction  of  the  works,  but  merely  the  abandonment  of  the  buildings 
within  the  "  zone  militaire."  The  destruction  of  them  subsequently, 
whether  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  buildings  that  might  be  used  by 
the  German  army  as  shelter  and  protection,  or  destroyed  by  the  Ger- 
man army  in  its  attack  upon  Paris,  did  not  impose  upon  the  French 
Oovornment  any  liability. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  a  majority  of  the  Commission,  consist- 
ing of  Baron  de  Arinos,  and  Mr.  Lefaivre.  The  commissioner  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  dissented  from  the  opinion  of  the  majority, 
and  said: 

It  fullj  appears  that  the  biiildiug  of  tbe  claimant  was  torn  down  and  nsed  for  fael 
by  the  national  guards,  franc-tireurs,  and  marauders.  The  injury  by  marauders  I 
do  not  think  ought  to  be  allowed,  but  that  done  by  the  uational  guards  and  franc- 
tireurs  I  think  ought  to  be  allowed. 

William  H.  Fbbar  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  l^o.  9. 

The  claim  of  the  memorialist,  amounting  to  $891,933,  orip^inated  in 
contracts  made  by  him  with  the  Government  of  France  during  the 
Franco-German  war. 

The  case  was  an  important  one,  but  the  questions  involved  and  passed 
upon  by  the  Commission  will  not  probably  be  cited  «.s  precedents  here- 
after, and  I  have  therefore  not  thought  it  important  to  review  the  testi- 
mony or  the  arguments. 

The  claim  was  disallowed  by  the  unanimous  opinion  pf  the  Commis- 
sion, and  their  opinion  contains  a  statement  of  the  nature  of  the  claims 
and  the  points  raised  by  counsel  in  the  course  of  the  discussion.  It  is 
as  follows : 

The  record  in  this  case,  with  the  briefs  and  printed  arguments,  contain  abont 
1,800  pages.  Tbe  evidence  is  conflicting.  The  questions  of  fact  and  of  law  are  many 
and  difficult.     We  have  endeavored  to  examine  the  case  carefully  and  thoroughly. 

It  is  impossible  for  us  to  set  forth  in  detail  our  views  as  to  the  evidence  and  tbe 
facts  proved.  All  we  can  do  is  to  indicate  briefly  our  decisions  and  the  reasons  of 
them. 

The  claim  consists — 

Int.  Of  four  items  for  potatoes,  contracted  to  be  delivered  by  one  Chevannes  to  the 
French  Government  in  Paris,  within  eight  days  following  the  raising  of  the  siege  of 
Paris. 

Chevannes  assigned  the  contract  to  claimant,  and  he  claims  that  he  delivered  tbe 
potatoes  in  Paris  according  to  contract.    Two  of  the  items  are  for  interest. 

The  French  Government  claims  that  the  potatoes  were  not  delivered  according  to 
the  contract,  and  that  when  delivered  they  were  seized  by  the  Commune,  then  in 
insurrection  against  the  Government. 

When  was  the  sie^e  of  Pairs  raised? 

There  was  no  official  announcement  of  the  raising  of  the  siege.  The  armistice  was 
signed  on  the  28th  of  January,  1871.  By  the  termn  of  the  armistice  the  Prussian  au- 
thorities agreed  to  give  all  possible  facilities  to  the  French  Government  and  its 
agents  to  bring  provisions  into  Paris. 

On  the  31st  January,  the  French  minister  of  foreign  affairs  directed  the  French 
•charge  in  London  to  send  provisions  by  Dieppe,  '*  Dieppe  being  chosen  because  it 
is  connected  with  Paris  by  railroad  lines  which  have  not  been  devastated." 

On  the  *2d  of  February  the  French  Government  gave  public  notice  that  all  merchan- 
dise necessary  for  food  could  be  safely  brought  into  Paris,  and  that  the  Government 
renounced  all  right  to  requisitions. 

On  February  3  trains  of  provisions  from  Dieppe  were  brought  into  Paris.    On  the 
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4Ui  and  5th  of  February  227  car-loads  of  provisions  arrived  at  Paris ;  and  from  that 
time  on  the  revictualing  of  Paris  proceeded  with  great  activity,  and  without  ob- 
struction by  the  Prussians.  For  all  practical  purposes  as  to  the  delivery  of  provisions 
in  Paris  the  siege  was  raised  by  (at  the  latest)  the  6th  day  of  February. 

The  claimant  says  that  he  delivered  the  potatoes  at  the  railway  station  in  Paris  by 
the  16th  of  March;  that  is,  not  within  eight  days  after  the  raising  of  the  siege,  bat 
only  within  thirty -eight  days  after. 

This  was  not  performance  of  the  contract.  Clearly  the  French  Government  was 
not  bound  to  receive  the  potatoes. 

It  is  true  that  many  questions  as  to  the  terms  on  which  peace  might  be  made  were 
still  under  discussion,  and  till  these  were  settled  the  Prussian  forces  were  not  with- 
drawn;  but  as  to  the  re  victual  ling  of  Paris,  the  siege  was  raised. 

Item  5  is  for  112,808  francs  due  on  the  contract  for  provisk)nfl  delivered  March  10, 
IK71. 

Mr.  Frear  claims  that  he  delivered,  and  the  French  authorities  received,  provis- 
ions to  the  valne  of  2,765,382  francs,  and  paid  him  only  a  sum  less  than  that  amount 
by  112,80«  francs. 

Bat  the  French  authorities  claimed  that  there  was  a  deficiency  in  the  quantity  and 
qaaliry  of  the  provisions  delivered,  amounting  to  226,000  f^aut^s;  so  that,  according 
to  their  claim,  they  had  overpaid  him. 

This  dispnte  was  finally  settled  by  one  Haronel,  acting  on  behalf  of  Frear.  He 
allowed  70,000  francs  for  the  alleged  deficiency,  and  the  French  authorities  paid  him 
the  balance.  Mr.  Frear  claims  that  Harouel  was  not  anthorized  to  make  such  a  com- 
proiiiise.  We  think  he  was  so  authorized,  and  that  that  settlement  is  binding  on  the 
claimaut. 

With  the  disallowance  of  the  fifth  item,  the  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth  items  for  in- 
terest, and  the  ninth  for  loss  of  profits  on  the  balance  of  the  contract,  are  also  dis- 
allowed. 

Mr.  Frear  had  l>ecome  bankrupt,  ami  the  "oppositions"  of  his  creditors,  by  which 
the  money  coming  from  the  Governm«;nt  had  been  attached,  and  so  the  payment  of 
it  either  to  him  or  his  creditors  was  delayed,  cannot  be  made  chargeable  to  the  6ov- 
eniQietit. 

iMi.  too,  we  think  item  9,  for  loss  of  profits,  is  not  chargeable  to  the  Government, 
for,  in  reality,  he  had  not  performed  his  contract  in  delivering  the  provisions  within 
the  time  specified;  and  the  acceptance  of  the  amounts  delivered  by  the  French  au- 
thorities was  upon  the  basis  of  compromise  that  no  further  claiius  under  that  contract 
should  be  made. 

Lariviere  had  an  assignment  of  the  contract,  and  was  fully  authorized  to  make  the 
compromise.  Item  10  is  disallowed  with  item  9.  Item  11  is  for  the  loss  of  profits  on 
the  contract  for  cartridges. 

On  Decemlier  1, 1870,  Mr.  Frear  made  a  contract  with  the  French  Government  to 
supply  them  with  twenty  millions  of  cartridges,  which,  after  being  submitted  to  a  test, 
if  satisfactory,  were  to  be  forwarded  to  the  director  of  artillery  at  Cherbourg  at  the 
rateof  one  million  for  the  week  beginning  December  16th  and  two  uiillionsfor  each  week 
thereafter,  and  all  to  be  delivered  by  February  28,  at  the  latest.  The  dates  for  deliv- 
ery were  to  be  strictly  kept. 

It  is  plain  that  delivery  at  the  times  fixed  was  of  the  essence  of  the  contract.  This 
is  obvious  both  from  the  terms  of  the  contract  and  from  the  nature  of  the  case. 

So  far  from  complying  with  the  terms  of  the  contract.  Lariviere,  to  whom  Frear 
bad  assigned  the  contract,  and  Cannot,  the  manufacturer,  had  delivered  only  1,584,000 
cartridges,  as  he  claims,  on  the  30th  January.  At  that  time  11,000,000  should  have 
been  delivered.  In  point  of  fact  the  1,584,000  were  not  delivered  on  the  30th  Janu- 
ary, though  the  French  agent  had  given  the  required  certificate.  They  were  not  de- 
livered till  the  1st  of  March,  when  the  whole  twenty  millions  were  due. 

Various  excuses  and  pretenses  for  not  delivering  according  to  the  contract  are  set 
np.  but  we  think  none  of  them  satisfactory  or  sufiicient.  The  Frepeh  authorities 
vere  fully  jnsti^ed  in  annulling  the  contract  and  refusing  to  receive  any  more.  They 
did  receive  2,&86,658  cartridges,  and  paid  for  them  393,172.08  francs. 

I'hig  item  is  disallowed. 

Item  13.  Damages  for  defamation  of  claimant's  character  by  the  French  Government. 

Article  I  of  the  Convention  gives  us  jurisdiction  o'f  claims  "  arising  out  of  acts  com- 
muted against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  by  the  French 
civil  or  military  authorities  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territory  of  France,"  &c. 

Neither  Government  intended  to  include  slander  and  libel  among  the  "  acts  com- 
mitted against  the  persons  or  property  of  citizens." 

We  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  dwell  upon  this  point. 
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S.  L.  M.  Barlow,  Assignee,  and  A.  B.  STEiNBERaER,  Assignee,  r. 

The  Republic  of  France,  No.  18. 

This  claim  also  originated  in  contracts  made  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment b3'  the  persons  represented  by  the  memorialists,  and  during  the 
Franco-German  war.  In  this  case  the  testimony  was  voluminous,  but 
the  controversy  was  for  the  most  part  upon  questions  of  fact,  which  are 
briefly  but  fairly  stated  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  by  which  the 
claim  was  disallowed.    That  opinion  is  in  these  words : 

Wasuingtox,  March  26,  1884. 

The  contract  of  November  28,  1870  entered  into  by  and  between  the  Government  of 
France  and  Messrs.  Valentine,  BilliucM  ^  St.  Lament  for  the  supply  of  a  lar^e  amonut 
of  war  material,  was  executed  at  a  tnmo  when  the  French  Government  was  in  a  ^reat 
and  urgent  need  of  arms  and  ammunition  for  the  prosecution  of  its  war  against  Ger- 
many. By  that  contract  a  very  short  time  was  allowed  to  the  contractors  within 
which  the  material  was  to  be  furniRhed  ;  and  that  fact  shows  that  both  parties  un- 
derstood that  time  was  to  be  considered  of  the  essence  of  the  contract. 

One  of  the  conditions  of  the  ctmtract  was  that  the  contractors  should  make  at  New 
York  a  large  money  deposit  as  security  for  their  performance  of  their  part  of  the  un- 
dertaking. These  contractors,  being  uuable  to  make  such  a  deposit,  it  was  agreed 
between  them  and  the  French  Government  that  a  penal  bond  of  Mr.  C.  K.  Garrison, 
in  the  sum  of  1,000,000  francs,  should  be  substituted  for  the  money  deposit  originally 
required  by  the  contract,  aud  the  bond  was  furnished  on  the  21st  of  January,  1871, 
by  said  Garrison  to  the  agents  of  the  Freuch  Government.  That  Government  assumed 
no  contract  relations  with  Mr.  Garrison,  and  knew  him  in  no  other  light  than  that  of 
a  surety  or  guarantor  of  the  contract  of  Valentine,  Billings  <&  St.  Laurent. 

On  the  11th  of  February,  1871,  the  French  Government,  in  view  of  the  failure  of  the 
contractors  to  dispatch  n'om  New  York  the  war  material  that  it  had  contracted  for 
on  November  28,  1870,  on  the  condition  that  it  should  be  shipped  within  eighteen 
days  from  the  beginning  of  the  inspection  of  the  material  by  its  agents,  instructed  ita 
agents  in  the  United  States  to  cease  inspecting  the  material,  and  thus  abrogated 
the  contract. 

All  of  the  parties  interested  in  said  contract  with  the  French  Grovernment  there- 
upon appointed  Mr.  S.  L.  M.  Barlow  their  trustee  and  agent  to  obtain  a  settlement 
from  that  Government  of  the  claim  which  they  conceived  themselves  .to  have  for  the 
improper  abrogation  of  the  contract. 

One  step  in  the  prosecution  of  the  claim  was  the  institution,  at  London,  of  a  suit  to 
enjoin  the  agents  of  the  French  Gk)vemment  in  that  city  from  paying  out  a  snm  of 
6^000,000  francs,  which  had  been  deposited  with  them  to  meet  anticipated  drafts  to  be 
drawn  against  shipments  of  the  war  material.  A  preliminary  injunction  was  granted 
by  the  chancery  court  of  England.  » 

On  June  7,  1871,  Valentine,  claiming  to  represent  himself  and  Billings  and  St.  Lau- 
rent, made  with  the  French  Government  a  new  contract  for  the  supply  of  part  of  the 
war  material  that  had  been  contracted  for  on  November  28,  1870.  One  of  the  condi- 
tions of  this  new  contract  was  that  the  old  contract  should  be  considered  as  an- 
nulled. Another  condition  was  that  the  injunction  suit  at  London  should  be  discon- 
tinued. This  latter  condition  was  promptly  complied  with.  The  correspondence 
between  Mr.  Barlow,  trustee,  and  agent  of  the  original  contractors  of  A.  B.  Stein- 
berger,  assignee,  and  of  the  surety,  C.  K.  Garrison,  and  Mr.  J.  P.  Benjamin,  his  conn* 
sel  at  London,  and  the  evidence  of  Barlow  in  the  suit  of  Howes  and  Crowel  vs.  Gar- 
rison, which  is  found  in  the  record,  show  that  it  was  with  the  knowledge  and  con- 
sent of  Mr.  Barlow,  the  trustee  and  authorized  agent,  and  therefore  of  his  principals, 
that  said  injunction  suit  was  withdrawn. 

The  new  contract  of  June  7,  1871,  was  carried  out  by  the  contractors  aud  the 
French  Government.     Garrison  furnished  the  war  material  which  he  had  purchased, 
and  provided  for  the  execution  of  the  original  contract ;  drafts  were  drawn  by  the  con- 
tractors upon  the  agents  of  the  French  Government  in  payment  for  said  material ; 
the  proceeds  of  the  drafts  went  into  the  hands  of  Barlow,  the  agent  of  the  contrnct- 
ors  ;  Garrison  received  more  than  he  had  expended  in  the  purchase  of  the  war  mate- 
rial that  was  duly  inspected  or  disbursed  in  the  way  of  incidental  expenses ;  the  pur- 
poses of  the  compromise  contract  of  June  7,  1871,  were  fully  accomplished,  and  the* 
French  Government  was  relieved  of  all  liability,  if  any  had  existed,  to  indemnif>f^ 
the  original  contractors  for  the  abrogation,  on  Fel)ruary  13,  1871,  of  the  contract  »  -M 
November  28. 1870. 
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CONCLUSION. 

At  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  contracting  parties  to  compensate  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  for  losses  sustained  and  injuries  suffered  at 
the  hands  of  the  authorities  of  France,  as  specified  in  the  treaty,  and 
to  compensate  citizens  of  France  for  like  losses  and  injuries  sustained 
and  suffered  by  the  acts  of  the  authorities  of  the  Uuitea  States,  I  have 
not  felt  called  upon  to  contest  claims  that  seemed  to  be  just,  nor  to  raise 
questions  of  law  that  I  did  not  think  were  warranted  by  the  practice 
of  nations  or  authorized  by  the  terms  of  the  treaty.    In  several  cases  I 
admitted  the  liability  of  the  United  States.    Jn  a  majority  of  instances 
involving  questions  of  jurisdiction  the  positions  taken  by  me  were  sus- 
tained by  the  Commission.    It  happened  in  a  small  number  of  cases 
that  the  positions  so  taken  in  the  defense  of  claims  against  the  United 
States  and  sustained  by  the  Commission  were  not  in  harmony  with  the 
opinions  of  the  private  counsel  of  claimants  against  France  whose 
claims  rested  upon  a  corresponding  state  of  facts. 

In  those  cases  I  could  neither  make  nor  adopt  arguments  that  were 
inconsistent  with  my  own  opinions  and  antagonistic  to  the  decisions  of 
the  Commission.    I  could  only  contend  for  uniformity. 

I  trust  that  it  is  not  out  of  place  for  me  to  say  that  from  the  organi- 
zation of  the  Commission  to  the  day  of  its  dissolution  the  good  offices 
of  the  Department  of  State  were  rendered  constantly  to  those  who  rep- 
resented the  Government  before  the  Commission.  If  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  business  a  reasonable  degree  of  success  has  been  attained,  credit 
is  due  to  the  assistant  counsel,  and  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  the  secretary  of 
the  Commission  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 
With  great  respect,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


Exhibit  A. 

Convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Republic  for  the  settle- 
ment of  certain  claime  of  the  citizens  cf  either  country  against  the  other. 

(Concladed  JannarylS,  1880;  ratification  advised  by  the  Senate  March  29,  1880;  ratified  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  April  3,  1880;  ratified  by  the  President  of  the  French  Republic  Jane  9, 
1880 ;  riititicatious  exchanged  at  Washington  June  23,  1880 ;  proclaimed,  June  25,  1880.  ] 

By  the  President  op  the  United  States  of  America. 

A  PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas,  a  Convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Re- 
pnblic.  for  the  settlement  of  certain  claims  of  the  citizens  of  cither  country  against 
the  other,  was  concluded  and  signed  by  their  respective  plenipotentiaries,  at  the 
city  of  Washington,  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  January,  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty,  which  Convention  is  word  for  word  as  follows : 

(^vention   between    the    United    States  of  Canvention  entre  les  £tats-  Unis  d^Am4rique 

^nertca  and  the  French  BepubliCf  for  the  et  la  R^ublique  Fran^isCy  pour  le  r^gle- 

^^lement  of  certain  claims  of  the  citizens  ment  de  certaines  reclamations  des  ciioyens 

^f  ^ther  country  against  the  other.  de  chacun  des  deux  pays  contre  V  autre, 

'I'be  United  States  of  America  and  the  Les  £tats- Unis  d'Am^riqne  et  la  Rdpub- 

jTench  Republic,  animated  by  the  desire  lique  Franyaise,  animus  dud^sir  de  regler 

^0  settle  and  adjust  amicably  the  claims  par  un  arrangement  amical  les  rdclania- 

^ade  by  the  citizens  of  either  country  tions  6Ieve^  par  les  citoyens  de  chacun 
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against  the  government  of  the  other, 
growing  out  of  acts  committed  by  the 
civil  or  military  authorities  of  either 
country  as  hereinafter  defined,  during  a 
state  of  war  or'  insurrection,  under  the 
circumstances  hereinafter  specified,  have 
agreed  to  make  arrangements  for  that 

Eurpose,  by  means  of  a  Convention,  and 
ave  named  as  their  Plenipotentiaries  to 
confer  and  agree  thereupon,  as  follows: 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
William  Maxwell  Evarts,  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  French  Republic,  Georges 
Maxime  Outrey,  Envoy  Extraordinary 
and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  France  at 
Washington,  Commander  of  the  National 
Order  of  the  Legion  of  Honor,  &c.,  &c., 
Ac. ; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to 
each  other  their  respective  full  powers, 
found  in  good  and  form,  have  agreed  upon 
the  following  articles : 

Article  I. 

All  claims  on  the  part  of  corporations, 
companies,  or  private  individuals,  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France,  arising  out  of  acts 
committed  against  the  persons  or  property 
of  citizens  ot  the  Ufilted  States  not  in  the 
service  of  the  enemies  of  France,  or  vol- 
untarily giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
same,  by  the  French  civil  or  military  au- 
thorities, upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the 
territory  of  France,  its  colonies  and  de- 
pendencies, during  the  late  war  between 
France  and  Mexico,  or  during  the  war  of 
1870-'71  between  France  and  Germany 
and  the  subsequent  civil  disturbances 
known  as  the  ^'Insurrection  of  the  Com- 
mune"; and  on  the  other  hand,  all  claims 
on  the  part  of  corporations,  companies  or 
private  individuals,  citizens  of  France, 
upon  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the 
persons  or  property  of  citizens  of  France 
not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the 
United  States,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid 
and  comfort  to  the  same,  by  the  civil  or 
military  authorities  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  upon  the  high  seas 
or  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States,  during  the  period  com- 
prised between  the  thirteenth  day  of 
April,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty -one, 
and  the  twentieth  day  of  August,  eight- 
een hundred  and  sixty-six,  shall  be  re- 
ferred to  three  Commissioners,  one  of 
whom  shall  be  named  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  one  by  the  French 
Government,  and  the  third  by  His  Majesty 
the  Emperor  of  Brazil. 

Articlb  II. 

The  said  Commission,  thus  constituted, 
shall  be  competent  ana  obliged  to  exam- 
ine  and  decide  upon  all  claims  of  the  afore- 


des  deux  pays  centre  le  Gouvememeut 
de  Pautre  et  resultant  d'aotes  commis  pen- 
dant un  ^tat  de  gaerre  ou  d'insurrectioD 
par  les  autoritSs  civiles  ou  militaires  de 
Pun  ou  Pautre  pays  dans  les  circonstancea 
sp^cifi^es  ci  apr^s,  out  r^olu  de  prendre 
des  mesures  4  cet  effet  au  moyen  d'une 
Convention,  et  out  d^signd  oomme  lenr 
PMnipotentiaires  pour  confdrer  et  ^tablir 
un  accord,  savoir : 

Le  President  des  £tats-Unis,  William 
Maxwell  Evartd,  Secretaire  d'£tat  des- 
£tat8-Unis,  et  le  Pr6iident  de  la  R^pub- 
lique  Fran^aise,  Georges  Maxime  Outrey, 
Envoy^  Extraordinaire  et  Ministre  P16ni- 
potentiaire  de  France  h  Washington,  Com- 
mandeur  de  POrdre  National  de  la  Legion 
d'Honneur,  &.G.,  &c.,  &c. ; 

Lesquels,  apr^s  s'Atre  communiqu6  leurs 
pleins  pouvoirs  respectifs  et  les  avoir 
trouv^s  en  bonne  et  due  forme,  sont  con- 
venus  des  articles  suivants : 

Article  I. 

Tontes  les  reclamations  eiev^es  par  des 
corporations,  des  compaguies,  ou  de  sim- 
ples particuliers,  citoyens  des£tat8-Unis» 
centre  le  Gouvernement  Fran^ais  et  re- 
sultant d'actes  commis  en  haute  mer  ou 
sur  le  territoire  de  la  France,  de  sea  colo- 
nies et  dependances,  pendant  la  derni^re 
guerre  entre  la  France  et  le  Mexique  ou 
pendant  cellede  1870-'/ 1  entre  la  France 
et  PAllemagne  et  pendant  les  troubles 
civils  subsequents  connus  sous  le  nom  d^ 
** Insurrection  de  la  Commune'',  par  les 
autorites  civiles  ou  militaires  frau9aises 
an  prejudice  des  personnes  ou  de  la  pro- 
priete  de  citoyens  des  £tats-Unis,  non  au 
service  des  enuemis  de  la  France  et  c^ui 
ne  leur  out  pr^te  volontairement  ui  aide 
ni  assistance ;  et,  d'autre  part,  toutes  lea 
reclamations  eievees  par  des  corporations, 
des  compaguies  ou  de  simples  particuliers, 
citoyens  frangais,  centre  le  Gouverne- 
ment des  £tat8-Uni8  et  fondes  sur  dea 
actes  commis  en  haute  mer  ou  sur  le  ter- 
ritoire des  £tats-Uuis  pendant  la  periofle 
comprise  entre  le  13  avril  1461  et  le  20 
aodt  1866  par  les  autorites  civilea  ou  mili- 
taires dn  Gouvernement  des  £tat8-Unia 
au  prejudice  des  personnes  on  de  la  pro- 

Sriete  de  citoyens  fran^ais,  non  au  service 
es  ennemis  du  Gouvernement  des  £tats- 
Unis  et  qui  ne  leur  ont  prdte  volontaire-^ 
ment  ni  aide  ni  assistance,  seront  soamises 
&  trois  Commissaires  dont  un  sera  nomrn^ 
par  le  President  des  fitats-Unis,  un  autre 
par  le  Gouvernement  Fran^ais  et  le  troi- 
si^me  par  Sa  Majeste  I'Empereur  da 
Bresil. 


Articlb  II. 

Ladite  Commission  ainsi  constituee  aura 
competence  et  devra  statuer  ear  toute  lea 
reclamations  ayaut  le  caract^re  ci-deasua 
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said  cbar&cter,  presented  to  tbem  by  tbe 
citizens  of  either  country,  except  such  as 
baTe  been  already  diplomatically,  judi- 
cially or  otherwise  by  competent  author- 
ities, heretofore  disposed  of  by  either  gov- 
ernment ;  but  no  claim  or  item  of  damage 
or  injury  baned  upon  the  emancipation  or 
loss  of  riaves  shall  be  entertained  by  the 
said  Commission. 

Article  III. 

In  case  of  the  death,  prolonged  absence, 
or  incapacity  to  serve  of  one  of  the  said 
Commissioners,  or  in  the  event  of  one  Com- 
missiooer  omitting,  or  declining,  or  ceas- 
ing to  act  as  such,  then  the  President  of 
the  Uniled  States,  or  the  Govemmeut  of 
France,  or  His  Majesty  the  Emperor  of 
Brazil,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  forthwith 
proceed  to  till  the  vacancy  so  occasioned 
by  naming  another  Commissioner  within 
three  months  from  the  date  of  the  occur- 
rence of  the  vacancy. 

Article  IV. 

The  Commissioners  named  as  hereinbe- 
fore provided  shall  meet  in  the  city  of 
Wasbington  at   the  earliest  convenient 
time  within  six  months  after  the  exchange 
of  the  ratifications  of  I  his  Convention,  and 
aball,  as  their  first  act  in  so  meeting,  make 
and  subscribe  a  solemn  declaration  that 
they  will  impartially  and  cartffnlly  exam- 
ine and  decide,  to  the  best  of  their  judg- 
ment and  according  to  public  law,  justice 
and  equity,  without  fear,  favor  or  affec- 
tion, all  claims  within  the  description  and 
true  meaning  of  Articles  I.  and  II.,  which 
shall  1>e  laid  before  them  on  the  part  of 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
of  France  respectively ;  and  such  declara- 
tion shall  be  entered  on  the  record  of  their 
proceedings:  Provided,  however,  that  the 
concurring  judgment  of  any  two  Commis- 
■ioners  shall  be  adequate  for  every  inter- 
■lediate  decision  ansing  in  the  execution 
of  their  duty  and  for  every  final  award. 


Article  V. 


indiqu^,  pr^sent^s  par  les  citoyens  d& 
chacun  des  deux  pays,  sauf  surcelles  que 
Tun  on  Tautre  gouvefnemeut  aura  ddj4  fait 
r^gLer  diplomatiquemeut,  judiciairenient 
ou  autrement  par  des  autoritds  conip^ 
tentes;  mais  aucuue  reclamation  ni  arti- 
cle  de  tort  ou  dommage  fond^  sur  la  perte 
ou  I'^mancipation  d'esclaves  ne  seront 
examines  par  ladite  Commission. 

Article  III. 

Dans  le  cas  de  mort,  d^absence  pro- 
long^c,  d'incapacite  de  servir  de  Tun  des- 
dits  Commissaires,  ou  dans  le  cas  oil  Fun 
desdit«  Commissaires  n^gligerait,  refuse- 
rait  ou  cesserait  de  remplir  ses  fonctions, 
le  President  des  Ctats-Unis  ou  le  Gouver- 
nement  Fran^ais  ou  Sa  Majesty  I'Euipe- 
reur  du  Br^sil,  suivant  le  cas,  devra  rem- 
plir la  vacance  aiusi  occasionne  en  nora- 
mant  un  nouveau  Commissaire  dans  lea 
trois  mois  i\  dater  du  jour  oh  la  vacance  so 
sera  produite. 

Article  IV. 

V 

Los  Commissaires  nomm^s  conformd- 
m  nt  aux  dispositions  pr^ddentes  so 
rduniront  dans  la  ville  de  Washington, 
aussitAt  qu'il  leur  sera  possible,  dans  lea 
six  mois  qui  suivront  I'dchange  des  ratifi- 
cations de  cette  convention  et  leur  premier 
acte,  au88it6t  aprc^  leur  reunion,  sera  de 
faire  et  de  signer  une  declaration  soleu- 
nelle  qn'ils  exaiiiineront  et  ddcideront 
avecsoiu  et  impartiality,  au  mieux  de  leur 
jngement,  confurmemeut  uu  droit  public, 
d,  la  justice  et  ^  requite,  sans  crainte, 
favour  ni  affection,  toutes  les  reclamations 
comprises  dans  les  termes  et  la  veritable 
signification  des  Articles  I.  et  II.,  qui  leur 
sen>nt  soumises  de  la  part  des  deux  gou- 
vemements  de  la  France  et  des£tats- unia 
respect! vement:  cette  declaration  sera 
consignee  au  proems- verbal  de  leurs  tra- 
vaux.  II  est  entendu  d'ailleurs  que  le  jn- 
gement rendu  par  deux  des  Conumissaires 
sera  sutfisaut  pour  toutes  les  decisions 
intermediaires  quMls  anront  k  preudre 
dans  raccomplissement  de  leur  fonctions 
comme  pour  chaque  decision  finale. 

Article  V. 


The  Commissioners  shall,  without  de- 
lay, after  the  organization  of  the  Commis- 
sion, proceed  to  examine  and  determine 
the  claims  specified  in  the  preceding 
Articles,  and  notice  shall  be  g^ven  to  the 
respective  Governments  of  the  day  of  their 
organization  and  readiness  to  proceed  to 
the  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  Com- 
mission. They  shall  investigate  and  de- 
cide said  claims  io  such  order  and  in  such 
manner  as  they  may  think  proper,but  upon 
sach  evidence  or  information  only  as  shall 
be  fnmisbed  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  respec- 
tive GoTemments.    They  shall  be  bound 


Les  Commissaires  devront  proceder  sana 
deiai,  apr^s  I'organisation  de  la  Commis- 
sion, &  rexamen  et  au  jugement  des  re- 
clamations specifiees  dans  lea  articles 
precedents;  its  donueront  avis  aux  gou- 
vernements  respectifs  du  jour  de  leur  or- 
ganisation en  leur  faisant  savoir  qu^Issont 
en  mesure  de  proceder  aux  travaux  de  la 
Commission.  lis  devront  examiner  et 
juger  lesdites  reclamations  en  tel  ordre  et 
de  telle  facon  qu'ils  jugeront  convenable, 
mais  seulement  sur  les  preuves  et  infor- 
mations fournies  par  les  eonvemements 
respectifs  ou  en  leut  nom.  l\a  tAtoxAi  \jibT\\s& 
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to  receive  and  coDsider  all  written  docu- 
ments or  statements  which  may  he  pre- 
sen  ted  to  them  hy  or  on  hehalf  of  the  re- 
spective Governments  in  support  of,  or  in 
answer  to,  any  claim,  and  to  hear,  if  re- 
quired, one  person  ou  each  side  whom  it 
shall  be  competent  for  each  Government 
to  name  as  its  Counsel  or  Agent  to  present 
and  support  claims  on  its  behalf,  on  each 
and  every  separate  claim.  Each  Govern- 
ment sl^all  furnish  at  the  reqiu^st  of  the 
Commissioners,  or  of  any  two  of  them,  the 
papers  in  its  possession  which  may  be  im- 
portant to  the  just  determination  of  any 
of  the  claims  laid  before  the  Commission. 


de  recevoir  et  de  prendre  en  considera- 
tion tons  les  documents  ou  exposes  ^rits 
qui  leur  seront  pr^sent^s  par  les  gou  verne- 
ment«  respectifs  ou  en  leur  nom,  k  I'appai 
de  ou  en  r^ponse  h  toute  reclamation,  et 
d'entendre,  sMls  en  sont  requis,  une  per- 
sonne  de  chaque  c6t6  que  les  denx  goo- 
vernements  aurout  le  droit  de  designer 
comme  leur  conseil  ou  agent  pour  pr&en- 
ter  et  sout«nir  les  reclamations  en  leur 
nom  dans  chaque  affaire  prise  8epar6ment. 
Chacun  des  deux  gouverneraents  devra 
fournir  k  la  requite  des  Commissaires  ou 
de  deux  d'entre  eux  les  pieces  en  sa  posses- 
sion qui  peuvent  ^.tre  import-antes  pour  la 
juste  determination  de  toute  reclamation 
portee  devant  la  Commission. 


Article  VI. 


Article  VI. 


The  concurring  decisions  of  the  Com- 
missioners, or  of  any  two  of  them,  shall 
be  conclusive  and  final.  Said  decisions 
shall  in  ev^ry  case  be  given  upon  each  in- 
dividual claim,  in  writing,  stating,  in  the 
<event  of  a  pecuniary  award  being  made, 
the  amount  or  equivalent  value  of  the 
same  in  gold  coin  of  the  United  States  or 
of  France,  as  the  case  may  be ;  and  in  the 
event  of  interest  being  allowed  on  such 
award,  the  rate  thereof  and  the  period 
for  which  it  is  to  be  computed  shall  be 
fixed,  which  period  shall  not  extend  be- 
yond the  close  of  the  Commission ;  and 
said  decision  shall  be  signed  by  the  Com- 
missioners concurring  therein. 


Les  decisions  unanimes  des  Commis- 
saires ou  de  deux  d'entre  eux  seront  con- 
cluantes  et  defiaitives.  Lesdites  deci- 
sions devront,  dans  chaque  affaire,  dtre 
rendues  par  ecrit,  separement  sur  chaque 
reclamation  et  fixer,  dans  le  cas  oh  une 
indemnite  pecuniaire  serai t  accord ee,  le 
montant  ou  la  valenr  equi valente  de  cette 
indemnite  en  monnaie  d'ordes  ^tats-Unis 
ou  de  France,  suivant  le  cas;  et,  si  le 
iugement  allouait  des  inter^ts,  le  taux  et 
la  periode  pour  laquelle  ils  devront  6tre 
comptes  seront  egalement  determines, 
cette  periqde  ne  pouvant  s'etendre  au  de- 
\h  de  la  dnree  de  la  Commission  ;  lesdites 
decisions  devront  ^tre  signeespar  les  Com- 
missaires qui  y  auront  conconru. 


«     Article  VII. 


Article  VII. 


The  High  Contracting  Parties  hereby 
-engage  to  consider  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners,  or  of  any  two  of  them,  as 
absolutely  final  and  conclusive  upon  each 
<claim  decided  upon  by  them,  and  to  give 
full  effect  to  such  decisions  without  any 
objections,  evasions,  or  delay  whatever. 


Les  Hautes  Parties  contractantes  s'en- 
gagent  par  le  present  acte  k  cousiderer  la 
decision  des  Commissaires,  ou  de  denx 
d'entre  eux,.  comme  absolument  definitive 
et  conchiante  dans  chaque  affaire  regiee 
par  eux,  et  k  donner  plein  effet  k  ces  de- 
cisions sans  objections,  ni  deiais  evasift 
d'aucune  nature. 


Article  VIII. 

Every  claim  shall  be  presented  to  the 
Commissioners  within  a  period  of  six 
months,  reckoned  from  the  day  of  their 
first  meeting  for  business,  after  notice  to 
the  respective  Governments,  as  prescribed 
in  Article  V.  of  this  Convention.  Never- 
theless, in  any  case  where  reasons  for  de- 
lay shall  be  established  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Commissioners,  or  of  any  two  of 
them,  the  period  for  presenting  the  claim 
may  be  extended  by  them  to  any  time  not 
exceeding  three  months  longer. 


The  Commissioners  shall  be  bound  to 
examine   and  decide  upon  every  claim 


Article  VIII. 

Toutes  les  reclamations  devront  etre 
presentees  aux  Commissaires  dans  nne 
periode  de  six  mois,  k  dater  du  jour  oil  ils 
se  seront  reunis  pour  commencer  leurs 
travaux,  apr^s  avis  donne  aux  gouveme- 
ments  respectifs,  conformement  aux  dis- 
positions de  PArticle  V.  de  cette  Conven- 
tion. Toutefois,  dans  tons  les  cas  oit  Von 
ferait  valoir  de  justes  motifs  de  deiais  k  la 
satisfaction  des  Commissaires  ou  de  deux 
d'entre  eux,  le  temps  oii  reclamation  sera 
valablement  presentee  pourraAtreetendu 
par  eux  k  une  periode  qui  ue  devra  point 
exceder  un  terme  addition nel  de  troia 
mois. 

Les  Commissaires  seront  tenus  d'exa- 
miner  et  de  rendre  une  decision  sur  touiea 
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within  two  years  from  the  day  of  their 
first  meeting  for  business  as  aforesaid; 
which  period  shall  not  be  extended  except 
only  in  case  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mission shall  be  intermpted  by  the  death, 
incapacity,  retirement,  or  cessation  of  the 
fanctions  jof  any  one  of  the  Commission- 
ers, in  which  event  the  period  of  two  years 
herein  prescribed  shall  not  be  held  to  in- 
clude the  time  during  which  such  inter- 
mptioQ  may  actually  exist. 

It  shall  be  competent  in  each  case  for 
the  said  Commissioners  to  decide  whether 
aoy  claim  has,  or  has  not,  been  duly  made, 
preferred,  and  laid  before  them,  either 
wholly,  or  to  any  and  what  extent,  ac- 
cording to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of 
this  Convention. 


les  reclamations,  dans  les  deux  aus  k  dater 
du  jonr  de  leur  premiere  reunion  comme 
ci-dessun ;  ce  ddlai  ne  pourra  6tre  ^tendu 
que  dans  le  cas  oil  les  travaux  de  la  Com- 
mission seraient  interrompus  par  la  mort, 
rincapacite  de  servir,  la  demission  on  la 
cessation  de  fonctions  de  Tun  des  Commia- 
saires.  Dans  cette  ^ventnalit-^,  le  temps 
oil  nne  pareille  interruption  aura  exists 
de  fait  ne  sera  point  compt^  dans  le  terme 
de  deux  ans  ci-dessns  iix^. 

II  appartiendra  aux  dits  Commissaires 
de  decider  dans  chaque  affaire  si  la  recla- 
mation a  oi|  u'a  pas  ^t6  ddment  faite,  pr6- 
sent^e  et  sonmise,  soit  dans  sou  en  tier,  soit 
en  partie,  confor moment  k  Pesprit  et  k  la 
veritable  significatiou  de  la  pr6sente  Con- 
vention. 


Article  IX. 

AH  gams  of  money  which  may  be 
swarded  by  the  Commissioners  as  afore- 
said, shall  be  paid  by  the  one  Government 
to  the  other,  as  the  case  may  be,  at  the 
capital  of  the  Government  to  receive  such 
payment,  within  twelve  months  after  the 
date  of  the  final  award,  without  interest, 
and  without  any  deduction  save  as  speci- 
fied in  Article  X. 


Article  IX. 

Toutes  les  sonunes  d'argent  qni  pour- 
raient  Atre  allonges  par  les  Commissaires 
en  vertu  des  dispositions  pr^c^dentes  de- 
vront  6tre  vers^es  par  Tun  des  gouveme- 
ments  k  I'autre  suivant  le  cas,  dans  la 
capitale  du  gouvernement  qui  devrarece- 
voir  le  payement,  dans  les  douze  mois  qni 
suivTont  la  date  du  jngement  final,  sans 
int^rdts  ni  autre  deductions  que  celle  sp6- 
cifi^es  dans  PArticle  X. 


Article  X. 

The'  Commissioners  shall  keep  an  ac- 
curate record  and  correct  minutes  or 
notes  of  all  their  proceedings,  with  the 
dates  thereof;  and  the  Governments  of 
the  United  States  and  of  France  may  each 
appoint  and  employ  a  Secretary  versed  in 
the  language  oi  both  countries,  and  the 
ConauiissionerB  may  appoint  any  other 
necessary  officer  or  officers  to  assist  them 
in  the  transaction  of  the  business  which 
Doay  come  before  them. 

Each  Government  shall  pay  its  own 
Commissioner,  Secretary  and  Agent  or 
Counsel,  and  at  the  same  or  equivalent 
ratea  of  compensation,  as  near  as  may  be, 
for  like  officers  on  the  one  side  as  on  the 
other.  All  other  expenses,  including  the 
eompensation  of  the  third  Commissioner, 
which  latter  shall  be  equal  or  equivalent 
to  that  of  the  other  Commissioners,  shall 
be  defrayed  by  the  two  Governments  in 
equal  moieties. 

The  whole  expenses  of  the  Commission, 
including  contingent  expenses,  shall  be 
defrayed  by  a  ratable  deduction  on  the 
amonnt  of  the  sums  awarded  by  the  Com- 
missioners, provided  always  that  such  de- 
duction shall  not  exceed  the  rate  of  five 
per  centum  on  the  snms  so  awarded.  If 
the  whole  expenses  shall  exceed  this  rate, 
then  the  excess  of  expense  shall  be  de- 
frayed jointly  by  the  twoGovernmeutsin 
equal  moieties. 

H.  Ex.  235 10 


Article  X. 

Les  Commissaires  devront  tenir  un  pro- 
c^ verbal  exact  et  conserver  des  minutes 
on  notes  correctes  et  dat^es  de  tons  leur 
travaux;  les  gouvernements  des  £tats- 
Unis  et  de  France  pourront  chacun  nom- 
mer  et  employer  un  Secr^taireVers^  dans 
le  langage  des  deux  pays  et  les  Commis- 
saires pourront  nomnier  tels  autres  em- 
ployes qu'ils  jugeront  ndcessaire  pour  les 
aider  dans  VexpMition  des  affaires  qui 
viendront  devant  eux. 

Chaque  gouvernement  payera  ses  pro- 
pres  Commissaires,  Secretaire  et  agent  ou 
conseil,  et  la  compensation  qui  leur  sera 
allonge  devradtre  ^gale  ou  ^quivalente  au- 
tant  que  possible  des  deux  c6t6a  pour  les 
fonctionuaires  de  m^me  rang.  Toutes  les 
autre  d^penses,  y  compris  I'allocation  du 
troisi^me  Commissaire,  qui  sera  ^gale  on 
equivalente  k  celle  des  deux  autres,  seront 
snpport^es  par  les  deux  gouvernements  en 
parts  egales. 

Les  depenses  g^n^rales  de  la  Commis- 
sion, y  compris  les  d^penses  ^ventuelles, 
seront  couvertes  par  une  deduction  pro- 
portionelle  sur  le  montant  des  sommes 
allonges  par  les  Commissaires ;  il  est  eu- 
tendn  toutefois  que  cette  retenue  ne  devra 
pas  exc^der  cinq  pour  cent  des  sommes 
accord^es.  Si  les  d^penses  g^uerales  ex- 
c6daient  ce  taux,  le  surplus  serait  sup 
porte  conjoin tement  et  en  parts  ^gales  par 
les  deux  gouvernements. 
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Arucijb  XI. 

The  High  Contractine  Parties  a^i^ree  to 
consider  the  result  of  the  proceedin|<8  of 
the  Commission  provided  by  this  Conven- 
tion as  a  fall,  perfect  and  final  settlement 
of  any  and  every  claim  upon  either  Gov- 
ernment, within  the  description  and  ti*ue 
meaning  of  Articles  I.  and  II. ;  and  that 
every  snoh  claim,  whether  or  not  the  same 
may  have  been  presented  to  the  notice  of, 
made,  preferred,  or  laid  before  the  said 
Commission,  shall,  from  and  after  the  con- 
clusion of  the  proceedings  of  the  said  Com- 
mission, be  considered  and  treated  as  final- 
ly settled,  concluded  and  barred. 


Article  XII. 

The  present  Convention  shall  be  ratified 
by  the  President  of  the^United  States,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate  thereof,  and  by  the  President  of 
the  French  Republic,  and  the  ratifications 
shall  be  exchanged  at  Washington,  at  as 
early  a  day  as  may  be  possible  within 
nine  months  from  the  date  hereof. 

In  testimony  whereof  the  respective 
Plenipotentaries  have  signed  the  present 
Convention,  in  the  English  and  French 
languages,  in  duplicate,  and  hereunto 
affixed  their  respective  seals. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington,  the 
fifteenth  day  of  January,  in  the  year  oi 
our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty. 

WiLUAM  Maxwrll  Evarts. 

[seal.] 
BIaIc  Outrbt.  [seal.] 


Article  XI. 

Lee  Hautes  Parties  contractantea  sont 
convenues  de  consid^rer  le  r^nltat  dca 
travauz  de  la  Commission^  institute  par 
oette  Convention  comme  an  r^glement 
oomplet,  parfait  et  d^finitif  de  toutes  et 
de  chacune  des  reclamations  contre  I'nne 
d'olles,  conform^ment  aux  termes  et  4  la 
vraie  signification  des  Articles  I.  et  IL,  de 
telle  sorte  que  toute  reclamation  de  cette 
natnre,  qu'elle  ait  on  non  6\6  port^e  ala 
connaissance  des  Commissaires,  qu'elle 
lear  ait  ou  non  6t6  presentee  on  soamiae, 
devra,  4  dater  de  la  fin  des  travaox  de 
ladite  Commission,  dtre  tenue  et  consid^- 
r^e  comme  definitivement  r^gl^e,  decid^e 
et  eteinte. 

Article  XII. 

La  pr^sente  Convention  sera  ratifi^e  par 
le  President  des  fitats-llnis,  par  et  aveo 
Tavis  et  consentement  du  S^nat,  et  par 
le  President  de  la  R^publique  Frau^aise, 
et  les  ratifications  seront  eohang^es  4 
Washiogton,  au  jour  le  plus  nrnproch^ 
qu'il  sera  possible  dans  les  neui  mois  4 
partir  de  la  date  du  present  acte. 

En  foi  de  qnoi,  les  Pienipotentiaina 
respectifs  out  sign^  la  pr^sente  Conven- 
tion en  lan^ne  frauQaise  et  anglaise  en 
double  original  et  y  ont  appose  lenr  ca^ 
chets  respectifs. 

Fait  dans  la  ville  de  Washing^n  le 
quinze  Janvier  de  Tannee  de  Notre  Sei- 
gneur dix-huit  cent  qnatre-vingts. 

William  Maxwell  Evarts. 

[seal.] 
Max  Outrbt.  [seal.  J 


And  whereas  the  said  Convention  has  been  duly  ratified  on  both  parts,  and  the 
ratifications  of  the  two  Governments  were  exchanged  in  the  city  of  Washington  on 
the  twenty-third  day  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  handred  and  eighty : 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  known  that  I,  Rutherford  B.  Hayes,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  have  caused  the  said  Convention  to  be  made  public,  to  the  end 
that  the  same  and  every  article  and  clause  thereof  may  be  observed  and  folfilled  with 
good  faith  by  the  United  States  and  the  citizens  thereof. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand,  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  United 
States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Wasbington  this  twenty-fifth  day  of  June,  in  the  year 
[seal.  ]         of  our  Lord,  one  thousand  eight  handred  and  eighty,  and  of  the  independ- 
ence of  the  United  States  the  one  hundred  and  fourth. 

R.  B.  HATES. 
By  the  President : 
Wm.  M.  Evarts, 

Secretary  of  State. 
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CtKWuHon  between  the  United  States  of  Jmerica  and  the  French  Republic  for  the  extension 
ff  the  term  of  the  claims  commission  established  under  convention  of  January  15,  1880. 

CtMfaided  July  1ft,  1882 ;  ntifiefttlon  adrised  by  the  Senate  Anfmat  8.  1882 ;  ratified  by  tbe  Preaident 
9t  the  United  States  Deoember  28, 1882 ;  ratified  by  tbe  Preaident  of  the  French  Bepubllo  December 
t,  IMS;  nitifieationaexchanfsed  December  29,  1882;  proclaimed  December  29, 1882.] 

By  tu£  Prrsident  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

A  PROCLAMATION. 


Know  ye,  that  whereas  a  enpplementary  conTention,  extendiug  the  teiui  of  the 
dumtion  of  the  CommiHsion  oraanized  ander  the  CoDvention  of  January  15,  1880,  for 
the  settlement  of  the  claims  oi  citizens  of  either  country  against  the  government  of 
the  other,  was  conclnded  between  the  United  States  and^  the  French  Republic,  and 
agned  by  their  respective  plenipotentiaries,  on  the  IShh  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty-two,  the  original  of  which  convention  is  word  for  word  as  follows: 


The  United  States  of  America  and  the 
fnaeh  Republic,  being  persuaded  that 
the  labors  of  the  Commission  for  the  set- 
tlement of  the  claims  of  citizens  of  either 
eonntry  against  tbe  government  of  the 
other,  which  was  organized   under  the 
eoovention  between  tne  two  governments 
sgoed  at  Washington  the  15th  day  of 
Jaouary,  1880,  cannot  be  concluded  with- 
in tbe  term  fixed  by  that  convention,  have 
deemed  it  expedient  to  conclnde  a  supple- 
iMotary  convention  extending  the  term 
of  duration  of  said  Commission  for  a  fur- 
ther period,  and  have  named  as  their  re- 
spective plenipotentiaries  to  that  end,  as 
tollows : 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
FVederick  T.  Frelinghuysen,  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States;  and 

The  President  of  the  French  Republic, 
n»^odore-Justin -Dominique  Ronstan,  En- 
voy Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  France  at  Washington,  Com- 
nittnder  of  the  National  Order  of  the 
Legpon  of  Honor,  etc.,  et-c.; 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to 
each  other  their  respective  full  powers, 
found  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
■pon  the  following  article: 


Legouvernementdes  £tats-Unis  d'Am^ 
rique  et  le  gouvemement  de  la  R^pnbliqne 
Frangaise,  ayant  acquis  la  conviction  que 
les  travaux  de  la  Commission  pour  le 
r^glement  des  reclamations  des  citoyens 
de  chacnn  des  deux  pays  centre  le  gou- 
vemement de  Pautre,  qui  a  ^t^  institute 
par  la  Convention  entre  les  deux  gou- 
vemements  sign^e  k  Washington  le  15 
Janvier  16H0,  ne  peuvent  ^tre  terminus  an 
terme  fix^ par  cette  convention,  out  r^soln 
de  conclure  une  convention  suppUmen- 
taire  pour  prolonger  le  terme  de  la  dur^ 
de  la  dite  Commission  jnsqu'&  une  ^poque 
nlt^rieure  et  out  nomni6  k  cet  efifet  pour 
leurs  pl^nipotentiaires,  savoir : 

Le  Pr<?8ident  des  £tat8-Unis,  Mr.  Fred- 
erick T.  Frelinghuysen,  Secretaire  d'fitat 
des  £tat-Unis  et 

Le  President  de  la  R^publique  Frangaise, 
Mr.  Theodore-Justin- Dominique  Roustan, 
Envoye  Extraordinaire  et  Ministre  pieni- 
potentiaire  de  France  ^Washington,  Com- 
mandeur  de  POrdre  national  de  la  Legion 
d'Honneur,  etc.,  etc.; 

Lesquels,  apr^  s'dtre  communique  leurs 
pleins  pouvoirs,  trouves  en  bonne  et  due 
forme,  sent  convenus  Particle  suivant : 


SOLE  ARnCLE. 


ARTICLE  UNIQUE. 


The  term  of  two  years  fixed  by  the 
second  paragraph  of  Article  VIII.  of  the 
Convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  French  Republic^  concluded  Jan- 
nary  15,  1880,  within  which  tbe  Com  mis- 
nonera  appointed  thereunder  shall  be 
bonnd  to  examine  and  decide  upon  every 
elaim  presented  to  them,  is  hereby  ex- 
tended to  July  first,  1883. 

Nothing  in  this  agreement  contained 
•hall  extend  or  alter  the  terms  fixed  in  the 
flrrt  paragraph  of  said  Article  VIII  for 
tbe  preeentatton  of  claims,  but  the  same 
shall  remain  as  therein  fixed. 

If  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission 

■ball  be  interrupted  by  the  death,  inca- 

tpaeity,    retirement,   or  cessation  of  the 

nmctions    of  any  one   of  the    Commis- 


Le  terme  de  deux  ans  fixe  par  le  second 
paragaphe  de  Part.  VIII.  de  la  Convention 
entre  les  £tats-Unis  et  la  Republique 
Fran9aise,  conclue  le  15  Janvier  1880, 
dans  lequel  les  Commissaires  nommes  plus 
has  sent  astreints  k  examiner  et  k  juger 
toute  reclamation  l^eux  presentee  est  pro- 
ionge  par  le  present  acte  jusqu'au  pre- 
mier J  uillet  1883. 

Cette  disposition  ne  pent  avoir  aucnn 
effet  pour  etendre  on  modifier  les  deiaia 
fixes  aans  le  l***  paragrapihe  du  dit  Article 
VIII.  pour  la  presentation  des  reclama- 
tions, ces  deiais  devant  demeurer  tels 
qn'ils  ont  ete  fixes. 

Si  les  operations  de  la  Commission  sont 
interrompues  par  la  mort,  Pincapacite  de 
sieger,  le  depart  on  la  cessation  de  fono- 
tioDs  de  Pun  des  Commieaaitea,  dsoi^  ca 
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siouers,  then  the  period  for  which  the 
term  of  the  Commission  is  hereby  ex- 
tende<l  shall  not  be  held  to  iiichide  the 
time  during  which  such  intemiptiou  may 
actually  exis(. 

The  'present  Convention  shall  be  rati- 
fied and  the  ratifications  exchanged  at 
Washington  at  as  early  a  day  as  may  be 
practicskble. 

In  testimony  whereof  the  respective 
plenipotentiaries  have  signed  the  present 
convention,  in  the  English  and  French 
languages,  in  duplicate,  and  have  here- 
unto affixed  their  respective  seals. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  the 
|9th  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
two. 


cas  le  terme  jusqu'auquel  la  dur^e  de  la 
Commission  a  6V6  prolong^  par  la  pr^ 
sente  convention  sera  calculi  defalcation 
faite  du  temps  pendant  lequel  la  cause  de 
Piuterruption  aura  subsist-^. 

La  pr6sente  Convention  sera  ratifi^e  et 
les  ratifications  seront  ^chang^s  k  Wash- 
ington dans  le  plus  court  d^lai  possible. 

En  foi  de  quoi  les  pl^niiKitentiaires  res- 
pectifs  out  sign^  la  pr^sente  Convention 
en  langnes  anglaise  et  fran^aise  en  dupli- 
cata  et  Tont  rev^tue  de  leurs  sceaux  res- 
pectifs. 

Fait  h  Washington  le  dix-nenf  Juillet 
mil-huit  cent  qnatre  vingt-deux. 


Fred'k  T.  Frelinghuyskn.    [seal.] 
Th.  Roust  an.  [seal.] 

• 
And  whereas  the  said  Convention  has  been  duly  ratified  on  both  parts,  and  the  rati- 
fications of  the  two  governments  were  exchanged  in  the  city  of  Washington  on  the 
twenty-Qighth  day  or  December,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two  : 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  known  that  I,  Chester  A.  Arthur,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  have  caused  the  said  Convention  to  be  made  public,  to  the  end  that 
the  same  and  every  article  and  clause  thereof  may  be  observed  and  fulfilled  with  good 
faith  by  the  United  States  and  the  citizens  thereof. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  caused  the  seal  of  the  United  States  to  be  hereoqto 

affixed. 

Given  under  my  hand,  at  the  city  of  Washington  the  29th  day  of  December,  in  the 

year  of  our  Lord,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  and  in  "the 

[seal.]    one  hundred  and  seventh  year  of  the  Independence  or  the  United  States  of 

America. 

CHESTER  A.  ARTHUR. 
By  the  President : 

Fred'k  T.  Frelinghuysex, 

Seeretary  of  Slate, 


Convention  between  the  United  States  of  America  ai^  the  French  Republic  for  the  farther 
extension  of  the  terms  of  the  Claim  Commission  established  under  the  convention  of  Jan- 
uary 15,  1880. 

[Conolnded  February  8,  1883 :  ratifioation  advisAd  bv  the  Senate,  with  aa  amendment,  Febraanr  21, 
1883;  ratified  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  April  3,  1883;  ratified  by  the  Preaident  of  the 
French  Republic,  June  — ,  1883;  ratifications  exchanged  June  25,  1883;  proclaimed  June  25,  1883.] 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  A^Aerica. 

A  PROCLAMATION 

Whereas,  a  Convention  for  the  extension  of  the  term  of  the  French  and  American 
Claims  Commission  to  April  1,  1884,  was  concluded  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  French  Repnblic  and  signed  by  tlieir  respective  plenipotentiaries 
on  the  eighth  day  of  February,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-three,  which  conven- 
tion as  amended  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  is  word  for  word  as  follows: 


Convention  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  French  Republic  for  the 
extension  of  the  term  of  th^  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission  to  April  1, 

1884. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Government  of  the 
French  Republic,  being  persuaded  that 


Convention  enire  les  Etats-Unis  d'AmSrique 
et  la  R^publique  Fran^ise  pour  prolonger 
le  terme  de  la  dur4e  de  la  Commission  des 
RMnmations  Franoo  -  AmiricaineSy  jus- 
qu^au  ler  Avril  1884. 

Le  Gouvernement  des  iStats-Unis  d'A- 
m^rique  et  le  Gouvernement  de  la  K6- 
publique  Fran^aise,  ayant  acqnis  la  con- 
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the  labors  of  the  Commission  for  the  aet- 
Uement  of  the  claims  of  citizens  of  either 
coantry  against  the  Government  of  the 
other,   which  was  organized  nnder  the 
Convention  between  the  two  Govern  men  ts 
liKned  at  Washington    the  15th  day  of 
January,  1880,  and  which  was  extended 
to  July  1st,  1883,  by  the  supplementary 
convention  of  Jnly  19th,  1882,  cannot  be 
coQcladed  by  July  1st,  1883,  have  deemed 
it  expedient  t^)  conclnde  another  supple- 
mentary convention  extending  the  term 
of  duration  of  said  Commission  for  a  fur- 
ther period,  and  have  named  as  their  re< 
spective  plenipotentiaries  to  that  end,  as 
follows : 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
Frederick  T.  Frelinghuysen,  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  French  Republic,  Theodore 
Jostin  Dominique  Ronstan,  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
France  at  Washingt-on,  Commander  of  the 
National  Order  of  the  Legion  of  Honor, 
etc.,  etc. 

Who,  after  having  communicated  to 
each  other  their  respective  full  powers 
foimd  in  good  and  due  form,  have  agreed 
apon  the  following  articles: 


viction  que  les  travaux  de  la  Commission 
pour  le  reglement  des  reclamations  des  ci- 
toyens  de  chacun  des  des  deux  pays  centre 
le  Gouvernement  de  Tautre,  qui  a  ^t^  in- 
stitu^  par  la  Convention  entre  les  deux 
Gouvernements  sign^e  h  Washington  le 
15  Janvier  1880,  laquelle  a  ^t^  prolong^ 
jusqu'au  l*'  Juillet  1883,  en  vertu  de  la 
Convention  suppl^mentaire  du  19  Juillet 
1882,  ne  peuvent  6tre  terminus  le  1«  Juil- 
let 1883,  out  r^soln  de  conclure  une  autre 
Convention  suppl^mentaire  pour  pro- 
longer  le  terme  de  la  dur^  de  la  dite  Com- 
mission jusqn'li  une  6poque  ult^rieure,  et 
ont  nomm^  k  cet  effet  pour  leurs  pl6nipo- 
tentiaires,  savoir : 

Le  President  des  £tats-Unis,  Mr.  Fred- 
erick T.  Freliughuysen,  Secretaire  d'etat 
des  £tats-Unis,  et  le  President  de  la  R^- 
publique  Fran^aise,  Mr.  Theodore- Justin- 
Dominique  Ronstan,  Envoy^  Extraordi- 
naire et  Ministre  Pienipotentiaire  de 
France  k  Washington,  Commandeur  de 
rOrdre  National  de  la  Legion  d'Honneur, 
etc.,  etc. 

Lesquels,  apr^s  s'dtre  communique  leurs 
pleins  pouvoirs  trouv^s  en  bonne  et  due 
forme,  sout  couvenus  des  articles  sui- 
vants: 


Abticle  I. 


Article  I. 


The  term  of  two  years  fixed  by  the  sec- 
ond paragraph  of  Article  Vlll.  of  the 
Convention  between  the  United  States 
and  the  French  Republic,  concluded  Jan- 
uary 15th,  1880,  within  which  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  thereunder  shall  be 
bound  to  examine  and  decide  upon  every 
claim  presented  to  them  which  was  ex- 
tended to  July  1st,  1883,  by  the  supple- 
mentary convention  of  July  19th,  1882,  is 
hereby  extended  to  the  first  day  of  April, 
A.  D.  1884. 

Nothing  in  this  agreement  contained 
shall  extend  or  alter  the  terms  fixed  in 
the  first  paragraph  of  said  Article  VIII. 
for  the  presentation  of  claims,  but  the  same 
shall  remain  as  therein  fixed. 

If  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  interrupted  by  the  death,  inca- 
pacity, retirement  or  cessation  of  the 
innctions  of  any  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
then  the  period  for  which  the  term  of  the 
Commission  is  hereby  extended  shall  not 
be  held  to  include  the  time  during  which 
tach  interruption  may  actually  exist. 


Le  terme  de  deux  aus  fixe  par  le  deu- 
xi^me  paragraph e  de  T Article  VIII.  de  la 
Convention  entre  les  fitats-Uuis  et  la  R6- 
publique  Fran^taise,  conclue  le  15  Janvier, 
1880,  dans  lequel  les  Commissaires  nom- 
mes  plus  has  sent  astreints  k  examiner  et 
&  jnger  toutes  reclamations  k  eux  presen- 
tees, lequel  a  eteprolonge  jusqu'au  l**' Juil- 
let 1883,  en  vertu  de  la  Convention  suppie- 
mentaire  du  19  Juillet  1882,  est  prolonge 
par  le  present  acte  jusqu'au  premier  Avril 
1884.  Cette  disposition  ne  pent  avoir 
aucun  effet  pour  etendre  on  modifier  les 
deiais  fixes  dans  le  premier  paragraphe  du 
dit  Article  VIII.  pour  la  presentation  des 
reclamations,  ces  deiais  devant  demeurer 
tels  qu'ils  ont  ete  fixes. 

Si  les  operations  de  la  Commission  sont 
interrompnes  par  la  mort>,  Tincapacite  de 
sieger,  le  depart  ou  la  cessation  de  fonc- 
tions  de  Tun  des  Commissaires,  dans  ce 
cas,  le  terme  jusqn'auqnel  la  duree  de  la 
Commission  a  ete  prolongee  par  la  pre- 
sente  Convention  sera  calcuie  defalcation 
faite  du  temps  pendant  lequel  la  cause  de 
Pinterruption  aura  snbsiste. 


Article  II. 


Article  II. 


No  testimony  or  evidence  either  in  sup- 
port of  or  in  answer  to  any  claim  shall  be 
presented  to  or  received  by  the  Commis- 
aion  after  the  first  day  of  July,  1883. 

The  present  Convention  shall  be  ratified 
and  the  ratifications  exchanged  at  Wash- 
ington at  as  early  a  day  as  may  be  prac- 
ticable. 


Aucun  temoignage  ni  aucune  nreuve  k 
Tappui  ou  en  reponse  k  une  reclamation 
qnelconque  ne  seront  presentes  k  la  Com- 
mission ou  re^ns  par  elle  apr^s  le  premier 
Juillet  1883. 

La  presente  Convention  sera  ratifiee  et 
les  ratifications  echau^ees  di  Washington 
dans  le  plus  court  de\a\  pof»V\A«. 
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In  testimony  whereof  tlie  respeotive 
Plenipotentiaries  have  signed  the  preseDt 
Conveatioa  in  the  En<;Ii8h  and  French 
langnasces,  in  duplicate,  and  have  here- 
unto affiled  their  respective  aeals. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  the 
eighth  day  of  February,  in  the  year  of 
oar  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty- three. 


En  foi  de  qnoi,  les  P16nipot 
respect ifs  ont  sign^  la  pr^aente 
tion  en  langnes  Fran^aise  et  An^ 
dnplicata,  et  I'ont  revdtue  de  leu 
reapectifs. 

Fait  &  la  ville  de  Washingtoi 
tieme  jour  de  Fevrier  de  Van  de  ) 
huit  cent  quatre-vingt-trois. 

FRED'K  T.  FRELINGHUY8EN 
TH.  ROUSTAN. 


And  wheren.s  the  said  Convention  has  been  duly  ratified  on  both  parts,  and 
fications  of  the  two  Governments  were  exchanged  in  the  city  of  Washingtt 
twenty-fifth  d»»y  of.  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-three: 

Novv,  therefore,  bo  it  known  that  I,  Chester  A.  Arthur,  President  of  th 
States  of  America,  have  caused  the  said  Convention  to  be  nuide  public,  h 
that  the  same  aud  every  clause  and  article  thereof  may  beob^^rved  and  fulfi 
good  faith  by  the  United  Srate^  of  America  and  the  citizens  thereof. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  tl 

States  to  he  affixed.    Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  twenty- 

fflKAT  ^  ^^  J""*^>  ^^  tl*^  year  of  our  Lord  eigbt^eeu  hundred  and  eighty-thre 

*-  '-'  the  independence  of  the  United   States  of  America  the  one  hun< 

seventh. 

CHESTER  A.  ART 
By  the  President: 

Fred*k  T.  Frklinghuyskn, 

Secretary  of  State, 


DECLARATION  AS  TO  AMENDMENTS  IN  ARTICLE  L 

The  Secretary  of  State  to  the  French  Minister, 

Department  of  State, 
IVashingtonf  February  2- 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
Bented  to  the  ratification  of  the  convention  concluded  on  the  8th  instant  fo 
ing  the  term  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  with  the  1 
amendment,  viz : 

"Article  1,  paragraph  3.  Afterthe  word  Meath*  at  theendof  line  2,  insert 
'OT^  and  in  lines  3  and  4  strike  out  the  words  *  retirement  or  cessation  of 
tions.*" 

Requesting  yon  to  do  me  the  favor  of  advising  me  at  your  earliest  convei 
to  the  views  of  your  Government  in  r«'gard  to  the  proposed  amendments, 

I  beg  you  to  accept,  sir,  a  renewetl  assurance  of  mv  highest  consideration. 

FREDERICK  T.  FRELINGHL 

Mr.  Theodore  Roustan,  ^o. 

r^e  French  Minister  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 

Legation  de  France  aux  fiTAT8-U> 

Washington,  U  27  F4vrie 
Monsieur  le  Secretaire  d'Ctat  : 

J'ai  re^n  la  lettre  que  vdus  m'avez  fait  Thonneur  de  m'^rire  le  24  de  ce 
m'aunon^^ant  qne  le  S^nat  avnit  consenti  k  la  ratification  de  la  Convention  c 
8  Fevrier  ponr  prolonger  le  terme  de  la  Commission  des  reclamations  Franc 
caines,  sous  la  reserve  de  la  modification  suivante : 

"Article  I.,  paragrapho  3,  apr^s  le  mot  ^mort'  insurer  le  mot  ou  et  suppri 
les  lignes  snivantes  les  mote  *  depart  ou  cessation  de  fonctions.'" 

Je  m'empresse  de  vous  informer  qu'en  vertu  des  pleins  pouvoirs  qne  j*ai 
inon  Gouvernenieut  pour  la  conclnsion  de  la  Convention  dout  il  s'agit,  etda 
de  ne  pas  retarder  la  ratification  en  presence  de  la  prochaine  prorogation  c 
J'adh^re  k  la  modification  qui  a  ^t^  propos^e  et  j'en  informe  mon  €k)uvernem 

Veuillez  agrder,  Monsieur  le  Secretaire  d'l^tat,  les  assurances  de  ma  tr^-hj 
sid^ration. 

TH.  ROU 

Honorable  Frederick  T.  Frelinghuysbn, 

Secretaire WEtat  dts  ^tats-Unis^  Washington,  D,  C, 
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Legation  of  Franck, 
Woikingtont  February  27,  1883. 

Mr.  SsCRBTARY  OF  Statb  :  I  have  received  the  letter  which  you  did  me  the  honor 
to  write  me  on  the  24ih  instant,  informing  me  that  the  Senate  had  consented  to  the 
rati6cation  of  the  convention  concluded  on  the  8th  of  February,  for  the  purpose  of 
extending  the  term  of  the  French  and  Americaii  Claims  Commission,  with  the  follow- 
ing amendment : 

"Article  1,  paragraph  3.  After  the  word  ^  death,'  at  the  end  of  line  2,  insert  the  word 
'or,' and  in  lines  3  and  4  strike  out  the  words  'retirement  or  cessation  of  the  fano- 
tions.'" 

I  hasten  to  inform  you  that,  in  virtue  of  the  full  powers  which  I  have  received  from 
my  Government  for  the  conclusion  of  the  convention  in  question,  and  in  order  not  to 
delay  the  ratification,  in  view  of  the  speedy  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  I  adhere  to 
the  proposed  amendment,  and  shall  so  inform  my  Government. 
Be  pleased  to  accept,  &c., 

.  TH.  ROU8TAN. 

Eatification  by  the  President  of  the  French  Republic, 

iyant  vu  et  examine  les  dites  Convention  et  Declaration,  nous  les  avons  approuv^es 
etappronvons  en  vertu  des  dispositions  de  la  Loi  vot^e  par  le  S^nat  et  par  la  Chamhre 
IcB  D^put^ ;  Declarons  qn'elles  sont  accept^s,  ratiii^es  et  confirmees  et  Promettons 
qv'ellea  seront  inviolablement  observ^es. 

Ed  foi  de  quoi,  nous  avons  donn^  les  pr^sent-es,  revdtues  du  Sceau  de  la  R^publique. 

A  Paris,  le  Ju in  1883. 

[L.  8.]  JULES  GRfiVY. 

(TnmiiUtion.] 

Havine  aeen  and  examined  the  aforesaid  convention  and  declaration,  we  have  ap- 
woitA  them  and  do  approve  them  in  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the  law  passed  by  the 
senate  and  Chamber  of  Deputies ;  we  declare  that  they  are  accepted,  ratified,  and 
wnfirmed^and  promise  that  they  shall  be  inviolably  observed. 

Int4'8timony  whereof,  we  have  issued  these  presents,  bearing  the  seal  of  the  Repnbllc. 

PariB,  June  — ,  1883. 

[L8.]  JULES  GRfiVY. 


i 
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£XHIBIT  B.— CtotflM 


No. 


3 

4 

5 
6 

7 


10 

11 

12 
18 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

10 
20 
21 
22 
28 
24 
25 
26 

27 

28 

29 

80 

|81 
82 

88 

34 


Kame  of  claimftnt. 


Pierre  Larrey 


Character  of  claim. 


JoBeph  Hardoainean. . 

Joseph  N.  Perche . . » . . 

August  Berthelemy . . . 

Samuel  Blum ,... 

Mrs.  Marie  Boulangier 
Mrs.  Marie  Dngot .... 
Emanael  Perraudat. . 

Jean  Minvielle 


ADtoine  Sarrat    and 

Am6d6e  Tesson. 
Bertrand  Lagnens  . . . . 

PaalDoullat 

Jean  Marie  Darouse  . . 


Charles  Ra3rmond 

Jean  Pierre  Lagasse 
Th6ophile  Dalier  . . . 


Francis    C.    Mittle- 
bronn. 


Ren6  Marie  Alphonse 
de  PerdreaaviUe. 

Louise  Sadoor 

Francois  Barbier 

Jacques  Bonnemaison . 

Philippe  Th6venet. . . . 

Jean  Menville 


Anna  Vidal,  adminis* 

tratrix. 
Bgle  Aubry 


Henri  Dubos. 


Joseph  Remi  Bagarry. 


Thos.  (J.  Payne,  Pierre 
A.  Giamarchi,  and 
Jean  Chas.  Harispe. 

David  Carb 


LuoienMouret. 

Pierre  Abadie  . 
Smile  Bran.... 


Joseph  Decour , 

Adele  V.  Loustanot. .. 


Horses,  wagon,  com,  tobacco, 
branny,  &o.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Dwelling  and  market  burned,  and 
cattle  taken  by  MaJ>  Gen. 
"Weitzel. 

Destruction  of  office  and  busi- 
ness, and  arrest  by  M^).  G«n. 
Butler. 

Wearing  apparel,  tobacco,  &c., 
taken  oy  M^j.  Gen.  Weitsel. 

Mule,  bed,  &c.,  taken  by  Mig.  Gen. 
Weitzel. 

Dwelling  house  and  contents  de- 
stroyed by  Gen.  Weitsel. 

Com,  cattle,  hogs,  &o.,  taken  by 
Gen.  N.  P.  Banks 

Destruction  of  restaurant  and 
farm  by  Col.  Bstafer  and  Col. 
Estetimain. 

Destruction  of  school-house,  &o., 
and  taking  of  cotton,  horses, 
cows,  &.C. 

Damage  to  cotton  bv  quartermas- 
ter 13th  Conn.  Volunteers. 

Flat-boat,  cotton,  com,  and  bacon 
taken  by  Gen.  Williams. 

Rosin  taken  by  U.  S.  forces 

Steamboat  "li^ew  Music,"  seised 
by  n.  S.  marshal 

Forty-four  oak  knees  taken  by 
MaJ.  Gen.  Butler. 

Cotton,  corn,  potatoes,  taken  by 
U.  S.  troops. 

do 


{Imprisonment,  &o.,  by  general 
commanding. 
Books,  clothing,  &c.,  taken  by 
'Albatross.''^ 
Cotton  taken  from  '*  Magnolia  " 
and  • '  Mary  P.  Burton. " 
^  Proceeds  of  schooner  "Freder- 
ick the  Second." 
Rent  and  damages  to  "  Le  Compte 

stables  "  by  U.  S.  troops. 
Three  houses,  a  bakery,  and  con- 
tents, burned  by  Gen.  Banks. 
Horses  and  cattle  taken  and  crop 

damaged  by  Gen.  Banks. 
Horses,'  cart,   cattle,  and   tools 

taken  by  Brig.  Gen.  Dudley. 
Contents    of    peddler's    wagon 

seized  by  garrison. 
Vegetables  and  clothing  taken, 

and  stables  burned. 
Buildings  occupied  by  Gen.  Grover 

Iqinries  resulting  from  arrest  and 
imprisonnfent  by  Gen.  Butler. 

Cattle,  cotton,  and  iron,  &c.,  taken 
by  Gen.  Franklin. 

Cotton  taken  by  IT.  S.  naval  forces . 


Cattle,  corn,  poultry,  &c.,  taken 

by  Gen.  W.T.Sherman 

Cotton,  wool,  taken  by  Gen.  Gro- 


Arose  when. 


Arose  where. 


Apr.  15, 1863 . ,  St  Mary's  Pariah,  La. 


Donaldsonville.  La 


Nov.,  1862. . .   Orleans  Parish,  La. 


Oct.,  1862  .. 

— do 

. ...  do 

May,  1863.. 
Fall  of  1862. 


From  Nov., 
1862,  to  Jan., 
1865. 

Apr.,  1863... 

Jnly,1862... 

Nov.,  1863... 
Oct,  1864... 


June,  1862 


Autumn  of 

1864. 
...do 


ver. 

Cotton  taken  by  T7.  S.  gunboat 

Cattle,  mules,  and  potatoes  taken 
by  Col.  Slooum. 

Cotton,  sugar,  and  hides  taken 
by  Gen.  Grover. 

Merchandise  taken  by  G«n.  Weit- 
zel. 


Mar.,  1863... 
Apr.,  1863 . . . 
1862&1864.. 
May  3, 1864.. 
1862-1863.... 
May,  1864  . . . 

Apr.,  1863,  & 
Nov.,  1864. 

After  Apr. 
12, 1863. 

June,  1864... 

Deo.,  1863  . . . 
Feb.,  1864... 
Sept  6^  1862  . 

Apr.  16, 1863. 

June  0, 1862 . 

Feb.,  1864... 

Oct  19. 1863 . 

Mar.,  1865  .. 
Feb.,  1862... 

Nov.,  1863... 

Deo.,  1863... 


Bayou  La Fonrche,  La. 

Donaldson viUe,  La 

do 

Avoyelles  Pariah,  La. . 
Orleans  Parish,  La 

St  Jamea'  Pariah,  La.. 

Orleans  Pariah,  La 

Louisiana,  near  Vioka- 

burg.  Miss 

Fish  River,  Ala 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La .. 


} 


....do 

.  ...do .'.. 

...do 

Coup6e  Pariah,  La 

...  do 

On  high  seas 

...do 

New  Orleana,  La , 

Alexandria,  La 

Youngsville,  La , 

St.  Martin's  Pariah,  La 
Houma,La 


St  Br^raard's  Parish, 
La. 

St  Tammany's  Par- 
ish, La. 

New  Orleans,  La 


St  Martin's  Pariah,La 


On  the  high 

Soott  Coanty,  Mlaa. 
Iberia  Pariah,  La  . . . 


Vermillion  Bayoo,  La. 
Ascension,  La 


Iberia  Parish,  La 

La  Fourohe  Pariah,  La. 
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flfciiMt  (h€  VnUed  States, 


Amonnt  claimed. 


16^43]  00'Int.at6p.c. 


3,8?0  00 

i,M0  0O 

320  00 

laooo 

629  00 
UOOOOO 

i;iosoo 

28^745  00 
25^450  00 

50,000  00 

2,902  00 

24,900  00 

24,300  00 

87.285  00 

247,201  18 
5Ca33  98 


12,902  00 
3.300  00 

240  OO 

97  50 

1,558  24 

352  24 
9,450  00 

1, 578  00 


do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 

...do 
— do 


8,  S60  00 Int  at  6p.  o. 


7, 749  00 

8,142  00 

510  00 

854  00 

5,885  00 

5^200  00 

as,  000  00 

I 

I 
21,205  00 


6.183  OO 

2,513  60 

Tot.  at  6  p.  o. 

.do 

.do 

do... 
.do 


.do 


68.245  14.. ..do 


135.206  40 

11,200  00 

2.000  00 
12.800  00 

25,504  00 

16,200  00 


..do 

..do 

..do 
..do 

...do 

...do 


How  diapoeed  of. 


Amount  allowed. 


16,772  00 


7,300  00 


Disallowed,  Deo.  1, 1883 


Award,  $400  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 
1, 1864;  rendered  Feb.  4, 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  6, 1881. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jorisdio- 

tion.  Mar.  14, 1882. 
do 


560  00  Disallowed,  Dec  11, 1882 
227  5ol 
3,637  24 
981  24 

22.050  00 

I 


3, 683  00  Award,  $100  at  5  p.  ot  fh>m  Apr. 
i      l,1864;made  Apr.  16,1883. 


Disallowed,  Feb.  20. 1883 
Disallowed,  July  6, 1881 . 


PiindpaL 


$400  00 


25, 781  OO;      54, 526  00 
With  int. 


13,932  00 
5,655  60 


Disallowed,  June  14, 1883. 
Disallowed,  June  4, 1883. . 


Disallowed,  Oct  8, 1883 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  11,1881. 

Award,  $500  at  5  p.  ot.  from  July 
1, 1862 ;  made  Deo.  6, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  6, 1881. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdie- 
tion.  Apr.  20, 1883. 

Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr.^ 
1, 1863 ;  made  Oct  13, 1883.        S 


Disallowed,  Nor.  16, 1883  . 
Withdrawn,  May  24, 1883 


Award.  $250  at  5 p.  ct  from  Sept 
1, 1863;  made  Mar.  29, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, June  6,  1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdio- 
tion,  July  6, 1881. 

Award,  $125  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Oct  23. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Apr.  6, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Apr.  11. 1882 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, June  28, 1881. 

Award,  $800;  interest  at  5  p.  ct. 
from  Jan.  1,  1863 ;  made  Mar. 
5,  1883. 

Award,  $900;  interest  at  5  p.  ct. 
from  Apr.  1,  1864 ;  made  Oct. 
30,  1883. 

Withdrawn  by  the  agent  for  the 
French  Republic,  May  24, 
1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  7, 1882. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 

DisaUowed,  Nov.  16, 1883 


do 


DisaUowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 


100  00 


600  00 


Interest 


Total. 


$400  00;      $800  00 


100  00 


200  00 


800  OO 


260  00 


125  00 


548  76 


816  00 


257  25 


126  00 


1,048  76 


615  00 


507  25 


260  00 


800  00 


900  00 


849  86 


900  00 


1,649  86 
1,800  00 


\ 
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No. 


85 

t6 
87 
88 
89 

40 
41 
42 
48 

44 
45 

46 

47 

48 
49 

60 

61 
62 

63 

64 
66 

60 
67 


69 
00 
61 
62 
63 
64 
66 
66 
67 

68 

69 

70 
71 


Name  of  oUimuiV 


Paul  LefeTie 

P.  LoDis  Maillette . . . 

Paul  Lefevre  and  P 

Louis  Maillette. 
PieiTe  Petreqnin 

Baptiste  Laaga 

AugQste  Abba 

Joe.  D.  Hlltelbronn. . 
Pierre  Bene  Moaret . 
Joseph  Choorreaa  . . . 

Paul  Alphonae  Thierry 

Marie    and   Archille 

Lumiet. 
Jean  Charles  Medoux 

Pierre  A.  Letonmenr. 


Justin  Cathala 

Jean  liiabatier i 


Jean  Sentille 


Jacques  Ja^on.. 
Theophile  Frois 

Martial  Crottes 


Isidore  Poret 

Louis  F.  E.  Bouchei. . 

Bercier  and  Laborde. . 
Charles  Watrigant — 


68    JeanCazes 


Ferdinand  Gomenge  . 

Joseph  Camy 

J.  B.  Revol 

Francois  S.  Parrenin 

Auguste  Leicher 

do 


Character  of  claim. 


Merchandise  and  fixtures  of  store 
taken  by  Admiral  Farragut. 

Pliotograpbic  apparatus,  tools, 
Sec,  taken  by  Adiuiral  Farra^t. 

Watohes,  rlouks,  tools,  6co.,  taken 
by  Admiral  Farragut. 

Vegetabltis  and  fences  taken  by 
U.  S.  military  autbontie«i. 

Vegetables,  bay,  and  poultry 
taken  by  U.  S.  military  author- 
ities. 

Hor»e,  vegetables,  &o.,  taken  by 
U.  8.  military  authoiities. 

Horses,  cattls,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
N.  P.  Banks. 

Rum  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Cotton,  cows,  horses,  dec,  taken 
by  CoL  Robinson. 

Guns,  pistols,  Slc,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler. 
Dwelling,  storehouse,  &c.,  taken 

by  MaJ.  Boule. 
Merchandise,  horse,  wagon,  &o., 

taken  by  17.  S.  military  author* 

ities. 
Six  hundred  and  thirty  scabbards 

taken  by  U.  S.  civil  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks 
Oxen  taken  by  MsJ.  Gen.  Bunks. . 
Oxen  and  sheep  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Groceries,  liquors,  &c.,  taken  by 

U.  S.  civil  autboi  itlBs. 
Horses  taken  by  Col.  Holabird. . . 
Horses  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Antoine  Giraud,  sur- 
viving partner. 
Jean  Fisse 


Cotton,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen.  But- 
ler and  Gen.  Banks. 
Cotton,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 
Sugar  taken  by  Gon.  Banks 

Cotton  taken  bv  17.  S.  troops  

Schoun>r     "  ^alta^*    taken    by 

Cant.  Tickett,  of  17.  S.  schooner 

♦•Cbde." 
Horses,  cattle,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks  and  Gen.  Franklin. 

Property  taken,  and  imprison- 
ment. 

Cotton,  horses,  JBcc,  taken  by  Oren. 
Banks. 

GuoH,  pintols,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 
Butlrr. 

Lumber,  fencing,  Sec,  taken  by 
Cols.  8tr.ifford  and  Stateman. 

Destruction  of  business  and  per- 
sonal injuries. 

Ij^uries  inflicted  resulting  in 
death. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Smith 


Roman  Dupr6 


Ren6  Damestre . 
Pierre  Li^onsse. 


BlisaMaurin 

Louis  E.  J.  d'Hoart. 


/ 


Gold  coin,  wine,  Slc,  tnken,  and 
personal  injury  inflicted. 

Cotton,  &c.,  by  M^j.  Hamilton, 
Gen.  G rover,  and  Capt.  Shaw. 

Cotton  taken  by  revenue  oflicers  . 
Merchandise,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler  and  Gen.  Banks. 
Houses   destroyed   by   Admiral 

Farragut. 
Destruction  of  houses,  crops,  Sec, 

by  Geu. Smith  and  Gen. Stanley. 


Arose  when. 


Aug.  9, 1882 

— do 

....do 

1863-1864... 
. .  ..do 


Arose  where. 


DonaldsonvUle,  La. . 
Ascension  Pariah,  I 

do 

St.  Bernard  Parish,  1 
do 


....do 

June,  1864  .. 
Apr.  23, 1863. 
Deo.  31.1863. 

May,  1862... 
May,  1863... 
Sept.,  1863... 

Oct  13, 1862 


July,  1864... 
July,  1863... 
July,  1864... 

Apr.  17, 1863. 

Apr.,  1864... 
Jan.,  1863... 

18621  and  863 

May,  1864... 
Apr.,  1804... 


May.  1866 
— do . .... 


Apr..  Nov., 
ana  Deo., 
1863. 

Dec,  1863... 

Apr.      and 
May,  1863. 
June,  1862  .. 

1862,      1863, 

1864. 
Dec.  25, 1864. 


Deo..  1864... 
Apr.  10, 1864. 
1864 


May,  1863, 
ana  Nov., 
1864. 

May,  1865... 

May,  1862... 


Aug.  0,1862 

Feb.,  Mar.. 
June,  ana 
July,  1866. 


do 

False  River,  La 

Opelousas,  La 

Iberia  Pariah,  La  . .. 

New  Orleans,  La.... 

Ascension  Parish,  L 

St.  John  Baptist  Pai 
ish,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La 


Iberville  Parisli,  La 

New  Orleans,  La 

Baton  Kuuge,  La 

Iberville  Parish,  La 

New  Orleans 

IbervUle  Parish,  La 

Algiers,  La.,  aadKei 
Orleans. 

St.  Landry  Parish,  Li 


Mobile.  AU.. 
New  Orleans. 


St.  Martin  Parish.  L 

St.  James  Parish  an^ 

Donaldsonvillei,  La 

St.  Landry  Parish,  L 

New  Orleans 

Orleans  Pariah,  La.. 

New  Orleans 

do 


Natchitoches  Paris! 

La. 
New  Orleans 

LeonviUe,  Barr^ 
Landing,  Indu 
Village. 

Orleans  Pariah,  La. 

do - 


Donaldsonville,  La. 
St  Bernard  Pariah,!' 
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tk«  UnUed  Staiei— Continued. 


Amount  ol«imed. 


PrindpaL  i  Interest.   :      Total. 


111,006  88  lot  at  6  p.o. 

I 
l«87S0Oi...  do 

4,529  66'..  do 

1,715  00. ...do 

7,675  00...  do 


4,700  00...  do 

I  I 

917  00         $687  75       $1, 404  75 

I.MOO0!       2,772  00        6,782  00 

4,000OOlnLat6p.c.; 


I 


486  00 
7.200  00! 
4, 400  56 

1,»)00 

n. 762  50 
S.S00OO 

10,00000 

1.050  00 
400  00 

91937  40 

it.zn5o 

1470  00 

U.  029  63 
i.  000  00 

T.U0  79 


1465  00 

H»5  00 

4.780  00 

^635  00 

Moiao 

lfi.000  00 

UB^SOOOO 

«,7S0  00 

4.755  00 

JJ95J00 
U^  549  00 

i;  009  00 

I.I75  0O 

do 
do 
do 

do. 

.do 
.do 

do 

do 
.do 

do 

do 
do 

do 
do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

do 

.do 

.do 
.do 

.do 

.do 


How  dinposed  of. 

Disallowed.  Oct.  13, 1883  . 

do 

do 

Diaallowed,  Apr.  11, 1882. 
do 


Diaallowed,  Jan.  10, 1884 


Disminaed  for  want  of  Juriadlo* 

tion,  July  0,1881. 
Diamisiied  for  want  of  Juriadic- 

tion,  Jnne  11,1882. 
Award,  $970;  interest  at  6n.o. 

fh>m  Jan.  1,  1864 ;  made  Cot. 

13, 1883. 
Diamiisaed  for  want  of  Jarisdic- 

tion,  July  6, 1881. 
Dismiaaed  for  want  of  Jnrisdic-  ' 

tion,  Jolv  2. 1883. 
DiMllowed,  June  28, 1883 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal. 


$«70  00 


i 

. i.. 


Award,  $340 ;  interest  at  6  p.  c. 

ftt>m  Jan.  1, 1863 ;   made  Deo. 

18.1882. 
Disallowed  Jan.  19. 1884 

Disallowed,  Not.  16, 1883 


Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884 


Disallowed.  Nov.  16. 1883 

Award,  $200  at  5 j>.  c.  fh>m  Apr. 
1,1863;  made  Jane  26. 1883. 

Award.  $300  at  5  p.  c  from  Apr. 
1, 1864;  made  Nov.  18, 18^3. 

Disallowed,  June  26, 1 883 

Dismissed  for  want  01  JuriodiC' 
tion.  July  6. 1881. 

Disallowed,  Oct.  13. 1883 

DismiBse<l  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. J  uly  6, 1881. 

Award,  $900  at  5  p.  ct  fh>m  Jan. 
1,  1864;  made  Oct.  8,  1888. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  6,  1881. 

Award,  $2,010  at  5  p.  ct.  ttom 
July  1, 18C3;  made  Deo.  22. 1883. 

Disallowed.  Deo.  8. 1883 


Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct  from  Jnly 
1,  1864 ;  made  June  28, 1682. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, March  7,  1882. 

do 


I 


Dlsmiased  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Apnl  6,  1883. 
do 


Award,  $l,260at5p.ct.flrom  May 
1,  1863 ;  made  Dec.  8, 1883. 


Disallowed.  Oct.  13,  1888 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4,  1883. 
do 


Award,  $500  at  6  p.  ct.  from  Sept. 
1,  1866;  made  Nov.  27,  1882. 


340  00 


200  00 
800  00 


900  00 


2,019  00 


300  00 


1,260  00 


600  00 


Interest. 


$981  95 


861  19        701  19 


210  00 
800  00 


911  09 


2,094  78 


296  26 


1,817  81 


464  62 


TotaL 


$1.»51$6 


410  00 
600  06 


1,811  06 


4, 118  78 


596  M 


2,677  81 


964  n 
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Exhibit  B. — Claims  against 


No. 

72 
78 

74 

76 
76 

V 

78 
79 
M 

81 
82 

83 
84 

85 

88 
87 
88 
88 
90 


91 

92 

93 
94 
95 

96 

97 

98 

99 

100 
101 


Name  of  claimant. 


Character  of  claim. 


Arose  when. 


Joshua  Dreyfii88 i  Occupation  and  ipjury  to  store-     June,  1865 

{      house  by  Gen.  Canby. 

F.  S.  Foncher «t ol  ...    Timber,  railroad  ties,  and  fenc-  i 

ing  destroyed.  I 

Property  seized,  and  imprison-     Nov.  26,1862 
ment. 


Solomon  Block. 


Jean  B.  Neitzhoff. 
Joseph  Krieger . . . 
Dominique  Levet. 


Arose  where. 


Shrereport,  La 


Horses  taken  by  Col.  Fisk. 


Paul  Francionl 
Andr6  Musso  . 


John  H.  Ehrman,  ex'r 
of  Victor  Durand. 

Christophe  Lelcher . . . 

Fran9ois  Vtnsonneau . 

Jean  B.  Carraine 


Leontine  M.  Duncan, 
heir  of  Leon  Bonne- 
caze. 

Maximin  Labusqniere. 


.do 
.do 


Catharine  A.  Grimmer 

Theophile  Sanvald 

Jules  Perrodin 


John  Doeset 


Jean  Louis  Estrade  . . . 

Baptiste  Tourres 

Achille  de  Caradenc  . . 

Francois    M.    Entre- 
mont 

Charles  A.  Gauthier  . . 


David  de  Laurei^ 


Anne  Pradand 


Jules  Oger 


JeanOden'hal .!. 
Odon  Deuoatte... 


Storehouse,  buildings,  &c.,  de- 
stroyed by  Gen.  weitzel.  • 

Cattle  and  contents  of  store,  taken 
by  Col.  Thomas. 

Horse,  hogs,  clothing,  &o.,  taken 

by  Gen.  Weitzel. 
Horses.carriage,  cattle,  &c.,  taken 

by  Gen.  Banks. 
Cotton,  horses,  merchandise,  &c.. 

taken  by  Gens.  Franklin  and 

Smith. 
Destruction  of  house  by  IT.  S. 

military  authorities. 
Cotton  taken  by  MaJ.  Gen.  Banks 


Contents  of  hotel  destroyed  by 

Admiral  Farragut. 
Cotton,  corn,  c«tt1e,  &.C.,  taken 

by  Gen.  Banks. 

Flat-boats,  appurtenances,  &c., 
destroyed  by  Lieut.  J.  P.  Wig- 
gins. 

Boat  and  merchandise  destroyed 
by  Lieut.  Foster. 

Taxes  illegally  levied  by  V.  S. 
authorities. 

Cotton,  sugar,  &o.,  taken  by 
Lieut.  Bromley. 

Cotton,  horses,  cattle,  &c.,  taken 
by  Lieut.  Bromley. 

Cotton  and  sugar  taken  by  U.  S. 
military  military  authorities. 


Horses,  cattle,  «fcc.,  taken  by  U. 
S.  military  authorities. 

Lumber  taken  by  U.  S.  military 
authorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Horses,  mules,  com,  &c.,  taken 

by  Gen.  Eilpatrick. 
Horses,   tobacco,  &c.,  taken  by 

Gen.  Banks. 

Cattle,  houses,  fences,  &c.,  taken 
by  Col.  E.  B.  Smith. 

Horses  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Fifteen  days'  imprisonment  and 
taking  of  household  goods  by 
Gen.  Banks. 

Horses,  cows,  &c.,  taken  by  U. 
S.  military  authorities. 

Horses,  poultrv,  silverware,  &o., 
taken  by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Two  lots  of  cotton  taken  by  Ad- 
miral Porter. 


Oct  30, 1862. 
Aug.,  1862  .. 
do 


Oct.,  1862  ... 

May  31, 1863. 

Mar.      uid 
Apr.,  1864. 

Dec  25, 1864. 

May  3, 1863.. 

Aug.  9, 1862 . 
1863-1864.... 

Apr.  8, 1864  . 

Oct  7, 1864  . . 
Aug.  20, 1866 
May  1,1863.. 
...do 


May,  Oct., 
Nov.,  1863; 
Mar.,  1864. 


Oct.,  1863... 

Feb.  19, 1865. 

May,  1864... 
Feb.  10, 1865. 
Apr.  23, 1868 

July  1, 1863  . 

Apr.,  1868... 

1863-'64 

July.  1864... 


St  John  Baptist  Par- 
ish, La. 
Bonfoaca,  La 


Ascension  Pariah,  Pa  . 
Donaldsonville,  La  — 
St  Charles  Parish,  La. 

Assumption     Parish, 

La. 
Point  Coap6e  Paiiafa, 

La. 
Natchitoches  Parish, 

La. 

New  Orleans,  La 

St  Landry  Parish,  La. 

Donaldsonville,  La 

Baton  Rouge,  La 

Labadieville,  La 

La  Fourche  Parish,  La. 

Laoadievilla,  La 

St  Landry  Pariah,  La . 

do 

do 


Near  Little  Bock,  Ark 


Orleans  Parish,  La 


Natchitoches  Parish, 

La. 
Barnwell,  S.C 


New  Iberia,  La 


StMartinsTiUe,La... 


do 


Jan.,  1863... 

Mar..  Apr., 
1864. 


New  Iberia,  La 


St  Martinsville,  La. .. 


Norfolk,  Va. 


Near  Fort  de  Rnasy, 
La. 
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Amoant  obdmed. 


$4,250  00  IntatOp.o. 


InterMt. 


M,5S2  0(1 


$28,830  00 


5.696  25  >Iiitat6p.c. 


150  00  I  112  50 

00  i      1«  020  00 


1.812  52 


1.750  00 

S.766  00 

15w7»  10 


3,000  00 
2,885  00 


Int.  at  6  p.  0. 


do 

.do 
..do 


6,563  SO 
1S»460  00  :     16,504  00 

%  686  00         8^  074  00 


2.685  00 
4,560  00 
4,080  00 
5,225  00 
18^062  00 

11,201  22 


2,520  00 
4,060  00 
5^700  75 
5,536  50 


11,617  04 


Total. 


$88,410  OO 


262  50 
6,125  00 
2,880  00 

3,062  50 


82,044  00 

5,708  00 

5,145  00 

6,550  00 

10, 728  75 

10.761  60 


2, 025  00  lot  atOp.  o. 


6,260  00 
6,302  50 
1,620  00 

3.674  00 

225  00 


6,187  50 


2.016  00 


8,213  00 


22,808  26 


I]ilat6p.  c. 


1,  500  OO;        1. 542  50 


14,437  50 


4,536  00 


6,887  00 


3,042  50 


2.016  00 


3.242  50 


886  00         2, 912  00 


Intat6p.c. 


67,682  50  — do 


How  dispoflod  of. 

Amount  allowed. 

PrinoipaL 

Interest. 

T^taL 

Dismiiwed  for  want  of  Juriadlc- 

tion,  Jnly  6.  1881. 
Dismimed  for  want  of  Jariadic- 

V 

tion.  Dec.  19,  1881. 
Award,  $3.000 ;  interest  5  p.  ot 

from  Apr.  ].  1864,  on  $500.  the 

balance     without     interest ; 

made  Nov.  9,  1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  jdrisdic- 

$3,000  00 

$500  00 

$3.500  00 

tion.  Mar.  14,  1882. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdic- 

tion,  July  6, 1881. 
Award,  $250 ;  interest  at  5  p.  ct. 

from  Sept.  1, 1862;  made  Jnne 

14,  1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarisdic« 

250  00 

260  75 

519  76 

tion.  Jalv  6,  1881. 
Disallowed,  Dec.  1,  1883 

Award,  $3,800 ;  interest  at  6  p.  ct. 

from  May  1,  1864 ;  made  Deo. 

8,1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdio- 

8,800  00 

3,286  44 

6,586  44 

tion,  Jnly  6,  1881. 
Award,  $1,488.25;  interest  at  5 

p.  ct.  from  Jnly  1, 1863;  made 

Jan.  5,  1884. 
DisaUowed,  Nov.  2,  1883 

1,433  25 

1,487  05 

2,920  80 

DisaUowed,  Oct.  8,  1888 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdio- 

tion,  Oct  26.  1881. 
do 

do 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarisdio- 

tion.  Jan.  3. 1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 

tion. June  8,  1882. 
Award.  $1,000  at  5  p.  ot  from 

Apr.  1.    1864;   made  Deo.  15, 

1883.    May  28, 1883,  withdrawn 

as  to  13  bales  of  cotton  by  the 

French  agent. 
Award,  $1, 200 ;  interest  at  6  p. 

ct.  fh>m  Jan.  1,  1864;   maae 

June  14.  1883. 
Award,  $800 ;  interest  at  5  p.  ct. 

from  Feb.  20, 1865 ;  made  Feb. 

21,  1882. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 

1,000 00 

1,200  00 
600  00 

1,000  00 

1,214  79 
573  20 

2.000  00 

2,414  70 
1, 178  20 

tion,  Mar.  14,  1882. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 

• 

tion,  Julv  6,  1881. 
Award,  $200 ;  interest  at  5  p.  ct. 

from  May  1,  1863;  made  Dec. 

1,  1883. 
Award,  $1,600;  interest  at  6  p. 

ct  fh>m  July  1,  1863;   made 

Nov.  i3,  1883. 
Award,  $200 :  interest  at  5  p.  ct 

from  Apr.  1,  1864;  made  Apr. 

20,  1883. 
Disallowed,  Oct  13, 1883 

200  00 

1,600  00 

200  00 

209  18 

1,660  06 

200  00 

409  18 

3.260  06 

400  00 

Award,  $125 ;  interest  at  5  p.  ct 

fh>m  Jan.  1,  1865 ;  made  Oct 
13.  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Apr.  1. 1882. 

Disallowed,  Mar.  26, 1884 

« 
125  Od 

120  20 

245  29 

\ 

K 
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Ho. 

1(0 

108 

104 
10ft 

106 
107 

loe 

100 
110 

111 

U2 

118 

114 

116 
110 

117 

118 

119 

120 


Name  of  daSmant. 


Francis  Abadie 


Celina  D.  Vial,  adm'x. 

JMnes  Gastave  David 
A.  6.  W.  Deriraa 


Proaper  Grand. 
Jean  Joston  . . . 


OeorjireKeck. 


Joaeph  David,  adm'r. 

Angelique  D.  Brooh- 

ard. 
Floriment  Izard 


Mrs.  Mary  Gaadin . 
Raymond  DefTes . . . 
Eugene  Daohamp . . 


Jean  Sauveatre 

Jean  Vigneaad,  ex'r 

Anatolie  Ghappnis. . 

Jean  Merly 

Nioholaa  Valerie.... 


Fran9oi8  Gritohione. 


121  ;  Jeui  Gonanx 


122  I  Abraham  Block. 

123  !  Louis  Bouserot . 


124  '  Pierre  A.  Giamarohi. 
! 

125  I  Charles  L.  Grozat 

126  I  Fraofois  Duplalser  . . 


Character  of  claim. 


127  :  Franfois  Lacour 

128  Bertrand  Ebos . . 


129  ''  Angela L.Phillippe.. J 

180  i  Joseph  Bouiliotte I 

181  I  BleseMotte ^ 

182  Bepjamin  Mantone  . . 


183 
184 

135 
136 
187 


/ 


Gnillaame  Beandean. . 
Dominique  Lalanne. . . 

Joseph  Baque 

Gnillaome  Boireanx  . . 
Agile  Genre,  adm'x... 


Building  damaged  and  property 
taken  Dy  Provost-Marsnal  Darl- 
ing. 

Imprisonment  by  Capt.  Groate, 
Eighth  Vermont  Volanteers, 
resnltinz  in  death. 

Cottun«  mules,  oxen,  sheep,  taken 
by  Admiral  Port^. 

Merchandise,  &c.,' taken  by  Gen. 
Banks  and  steamer  "Sterling 
Price." 

Dry  goods  taken  by  Provost- 
Marahal  Sawyer,  &.c. 

Horses,  See.,  taken  by  officers  of 
First  Louisiana  Cavalry. 

Horses,  cattle,  sheep,  pork,  house- 
hold furniture  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Cattle  and  clothing  taken  byCoL 
Hulcomb  and  Capt.  Hanks. 

Cotton,  corn,  cattle,  &c.,  taken  by 
Admiral  Porter. 

Lumber,  horses,  Ac,  taken  by 
Admiral  Porter. 

Realty,  inerchandise.  &c.,  des- 
troyed by  Admiral  Farragut. 

Cattle,  poultrv,  household  furni- 
ture taken  by  iieu.  Banks- 
Horse,  buggy,  «ugar,  &c.,  taken 
by  Gen.  liaoks. 

Dry  goods  taken  by  Gen.  Greary . . 

Horses,  carriages,  com,  hay,  &c., 
taken  by  17.  8.  troops. 

8,0u0  gallons  of  rum  taken  by  Gen. 
Welttel. 

Flat-boat,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 
Weitzel. 

Cotton,  provisions,  d&o.,  taken; 
stock  taken  from  store  by  Gen. 
Cameron. 

Flat  boat,  &o.,  taken  or  destroyed 
by  Gen.  Cameron. 

Furniture,  carriages,  Ac,  taken 
by  Gen.  Cameron  uid  CoL  Wil- 
son. 

Merchandise,  mules,  &o.,  taken; 
imprisonment  by  Col.  Grierson. 

^c'lty,  goods,  A^c,  taken  by  Gen. 
Sherman;  cotton  burned  by 
Col.  Jones. 

Cotton  destroyed  by  Gen.  Mao- 
Arthur. 

Clothing  and  dry  goods  taken  by 
Gen.  Ewing. 

Cotton takenoyGen. Banks ;  cot- 
ton taken  by  U.  8.  gunhoat ;  im- 
prisonment. 

Mule,  hay,  and  provisions  taken 
by  Gen.  Banks. 

Loss  of  lease  and  destruction  of 
produce  by  V.  S.  troops. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Canby 

Wares,  merchandise,  &o.,  taken 
by  Gren.  Banks. 

Cotton  taken  by  Capt.  Bunker . . . 

Tobacco,  coffee,  flour,  &c.,  taken 
or  destroyed  Dy  Gen.  Sherman. 

Wheat,  com,  and  grass  taken  and 
destroyed  byGen.  John  McNeil. 

Billiard  table,  rum,  cotton,  Ac, 
taken  by  Gen.  Banks  ei  oL 

Horses  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin. . . 

Twenty-four  stacks  of  hay  taken 

by  Gen.  Smith. 
Dry  goods,  groceries,  and  silver 

coin  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 


Arose  when. 


Mar..  1864; 
Feb.,  1865. 

Aug..  1862  . 


May,  1864. 


..do 


1862-'( 


Bet.  Got. 
1862,  and 
July,  1868. 

May  18, 1864. 


Nov.,  1862; 
Sept,  1864. 
Apr.,  1864  .. 


Mar.,  1864 
Aug.,  1862 
Nov.,  1663. 
Deo.,  1863. 


Dec.,  1864. 
1863 


Got  80, 1862. 

Aug.,  Sept, 
Oot,]M3. 
Aug.,  1863 .. 


...do 


June,  lS63i 
Jan..  1864. 

May,  1863... 

1863;  1864  .. 

May,  1864... 

Get.,  1864  . .  • 

Aug..  Got, 
1864. 

Feb.,  1863... 

Apr.13,1861; 
Aug.20,'66. 
Apr.,  1865  .. 
Mar.,  Apr., 
1864. 

1863 

Feb.,  1865. . . 

May,  June, 

1863. 
Betw'n  Mar. 

and  Deo., 

1863. 
Nov.,  1868.. 

8«pt,"Oot, 

1863. 
1868 


Arose  where. 


St  John  Baptist  Par- 
ish, La. 


New  Orleans. 


Avoyelles  Pariah.  La 
do 


St  Bernard  and  Jefllw- 

son  Parishes. 
Donaldsonville,  La 


Avoyelles  Parish,  La 

Ascension  and  Iber- 
ville Parishes.  La. 
A  voy^ee  Parian,  La. 


do 

DonaldsoBvllley  La — 

Iberia  Pariah,  La 

St  MartinPariah,  JLa.. 

Savannah,  Ga 

VennilUonville,  La 

La  Fourohe  Parish,  La. 

Assumption     Pariah, 

La. 
Labadievllle,La 


Bayou  La  Fourohe,  La. 

La  Fourohe  and  As- 
sumption Pariahea, 
La. 

New  Orleana  and  Lib- 
erty, Miss. 

Jackson,  Miss 


Yaaoo  County,  Mlas  . . 
Iron  County,  Mo 


New  Orleana  and  8t 
Helena  Parish. 

StBemard  Pariah.La. 

Memphis,  Tenn 


MobUe.Ala 

Rapides  Parish,  La . .. 

St  Landry  Paiiah,  La. 
Columbia,  a  C 


Cape  Girardeau  Goiiii> 

ty,Mo. 
St  Landry  Pariah,  La. 


La  Fayette  Pariah,  La. 
St  Bernard  Pariah,  La 
St  James  Pariah,  Zm. 
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ikt  UmUd  States— Cominned. 


Amoont  elaimed. 


SS^OOO  00!....do 


U3K00 

^590  52 

IS75  0O 


. . .  .do 
. . .  .do 


do 


3^518  20.... do 
1,290  00 

ll,fl82  7SIiitat6p.c,< 

^42S00L...do 

I 

760  00.. ..do 

X3M0S| 

1.618  50:  706  50! 


How  dispotied  of. 


Amount  allowed. 


iPrinoiiMd. 


DisaUowed,  Oct.  13. 1888 
Disallowed,  Deo.  8.  1883 


Disallowed,  Oct  8,  1883 
DiaaUowed,  Oct  9, 1888 


IntereBt 


Disraiaaed  for  want  of  jariadic- 

tioD,  July  6^  1881. 
Disallowed.  Oct.  13,  1883   


Diamisaed  for  want  of  Jarisdic- 
tion,  Apr.  6,  1883. 

Disallowed,  October  13, 1888 


Award,  $1,704  at  5  p.  ct.  ftt>in 
Jnly  1, 1864 ;  made  Jan.  5, 1884. 

Diamianed  for  want  of  Juriadio- 
tioo.Jaly6.1881. 

Diaailowed,  October  13, 1883 


$1,764  00 


11,573  75 


I 


2, 355  OO,  Award,  $300  at  5_p.  ct  from  Jan. 
'      1, 1864 :  made  Feb.  20. 1883. 
5, 825  OOi       4. 592  00;      10, 417  00  Award.$2.735  at  5  p.ot:  from  A  pr. 

1. 1864 ;  made  Nov.  23, 1883. 

Disallowed,  October  30, 1883 

Dinmiaaed  for  want  of  Jarladic- 

tion,  April  6.  1883. 
Diaailowed,  October  8, 1883 


15^223  001.... do 


11^00000       16.32000 


7,035  00 


Intat6p.o. 


7. 


751 


18^798  501      l»,71l7  90t 


0^775  00' 
S.6OOO0I 


6^063  75 
2,539  00 


82,820  00, 
14, 421  75 
88,686  40 

11,888  75 


Dismiaaed  for  vrant  of  Jnriadio- 

tion,  June  3, 1882. 
Disallowed,  October  8, 1883 


Diaailowed,  April  20, 1883 
6, 089  00  Diaailowed.  May  28, 1883  . 


11,700  OOj      22.634  00      44,334  00 
tt.120  90 

2tl000 
ii,S88 

7,850  OO.Witbint 

1,083 
2,260 


2S,000 
M.178 

15^168 
43,751 


00'.... do 

I 
00lntat6p.o. 


00 — do  .... 
2Slntat6p.o. 


00  With  int.. 
25      42,001  20 


tSO  00lntat6p.c. 
It.  324 


00'... .do 
590  00. ...do 

f 

t 

2,108  OOL...do 


6^U1  00 


.da 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Jariadic- 

tion.F«b.  10,  1882. 
Award,  $8,754.83  at  6  p.  ct.  from 

July  21,1863;  made  Mar.20, 1884. 


Diaailowed,  Kovember  23, 1883. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnriadio- 

tion.  January  13, 1882. 
Diaailowed,  October  18, 1883 


Diaailowed,  January  19, 1884 . 


85^752  45 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Jariadic- 

tion,  December  ],  1883. 

Diaailowed,  Jane  28, 1882 

Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Jnriadio- 

tion,  March  1,  1884. 

Diaailowed,  February  9, 1894 

Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Jariadio* 

tion.  Jane  8. 1882. 
Award,  $600  at  6  p.  ct  fh>m  Not. 

10. 1863 ;  made  Not.  20. 1882. 
Award,$]  ,764  at  6  p.  ct.fWim  July 

1, 1863;  made  Jan.  6, 1884. 

Award,  $150  at  5 p.  ct  from  Apr. 

1,  1864;  made  Oct  13,  1883. 
Diaailowed,  December  1,  1883  . . . 


do 


800  00 
2,735  00 


8,754  83 


600  00 
1,764  00 

150  00 


$1.742  01 


803  70 
2,735  00 


9,050  45 


TotaL 


$3,506  01 


003  70 
6,470  00 


17,814  28 


611  50 
1,830  22 

150  00 


•V 


1,211  60 
8,694  22 

800  00 


V 


I 
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ITo. 
188 

189 
140 
141 
142 
148 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
140 
160 
151 

162 
163 
164 
166 
166 
167 
158 
160 
160 
161 

162 
163 

164 

165 

166 

167 

168 

160 

170 

171 

172 

173 

174 


Name  of  claimant. 


Character  of  claim. 


Charles  Forques 

ADtoine  Forques 

Smeat  Bdthor^ 

Aagastin  L.  Berf^erie . 

Bertrand  Langla 

Simon  Coarr6g6 

Wid.     Josephine   S. 

Jarry. 
Joseph  Baurens 

Alfred  Woolongham.. 

Antoine  Capel 

Victor  Caresse  ettU... 

John  Saltsman 

Jean  Pierre  Bilao 

y  inc«iit  Marty 


Leonie  C.  Decanlne  . . 

Joseph  Levy 

Nephtalie  Solomon . . . 

Amand  Prerault,  adm'r 

of  Justine  Mezeiz. 
Antoine  Dulion 


Jules  Tardos 

John  Laneles 

Simon  Mathien 

Jean  Marie  Cases. . : . 

Theophile  Frois,  tutor 
of  Blanche  M.  Caze- 
illes. 

Celina  Cha|>us 

Alsona  Lucieu  Boyer  . 

Romain  J.  Franc«z . . . 

Jacques  Croiichet 

Jacques  A.  Boyer 

Omer  Rizan 

Francois  Leliret 

Lonis  JahuHou 

Charles  N.  HofFei 

Jean  M.  Villien 

VlctoireT.  Pr6vot.... 


Horses,  carriages,  and  cattle  taken 

by  Gen.  Franklin. 
Potatoes,  cabbages,  and  molouH 

taken  by  Gen.  Cauby. 
Oranges     taken    fi'oiii   schooner 

Wuder  by  oi-der  of  Gen.  Bntler. 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Cotttm  and  sugar  taken  by  (len. 

Banks. 
Horses,  cattle,  fowls,  Sco.,  taken 

by  Gens.  Banks  and  Franklin. 
Destruction  of  coffee-house  and 

shooting-gallery  by  Gen.  Canby. 
Horses,  cattle,  hay,  and  potatoes 

taken  by  (lon.  Smith. 
Watches,    jewelry,    silverware, 

and  money  taken  by  U.  S.  troops. 
Dry  goods  and  groceries  taken  by 

Gen.  Cameron. 
Sugar,  cotton,  and  rnui  taken  by 

Gens.  Banks  and  Franklin. 
HorseA,  cattle,    provisions,    &.O., 

taken  by  (len.  Canby. 
Wagons  and  ]iay  taken  by  Gen. 

Cauby. 
Imnrisonment   and    damage    to 

blacksmith  shop  by  Gen.  Butler. 

Dwelling-house    and   goods   de- 

strovM  by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Dwelling-bouse  destroyed  by  Maj. 

Bulling;. 
Wines,  liqnora.  Sio.,  taken  by  Gen. 

WiUick. 
Occupation  of  property  by  U.  S. 

military  authorities  14  months. 
Cattle,  poultry,  brandy,  Scc^  taken 

by  Gen.  Grover  aud'CoI.  Prisby. 
Cotton  taken  "by  Gen.  Banks 

Sugar  taken  by  Gen.  Weitzel 

Horses  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin. . . 

Horses,  carriHgea,  Sec,  taken  by 

Gen.  Banks. 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Arose  when. 

Apr.,  1863  .. 

June,  1865  .. 

Oct.,  1863  . . . 

Apr.,  1863  .. 

do 

Apr.  to  Nov., 

1863. 
Apr.,  1865... 

Got,  1863  ...! 

Oct.,  1862  ...; 

Oct.,  1864  . . .  i 

1863  and  1864' 

Apr.,  1865... 

Jan.,  1865  . . . 

Sept,  1862  .. 

1862-1863  ... 
June,  1868... 
Aug.  5, 1862  . 
Oct.,  1865  ... 

Jan.,    Feb., 

1864. 
April     and 

May,  1864. 
Oct.,  1862  ... 

Nov.,  1863... 

Apr.  26. 1863 


Arose  where. 


Cotton,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen.  (Janb^'. 
Cotttm,  dry  goods,  Ac,  taken  by 

Gen.  Banks. 
Horses,  mules,  &c. ,  taken  b^  Gen. 

Franklin. 
Horses,  cattle,  poultrj',  &c.,  taken 

by  Gen.  Banks. 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Ikinks 


May,  1863 . . . 


July,  1865... 
May  10, 1864 


•  •  I 


Elise  Lebret 


Rum,  horse,  dec,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Destruction  of  house,  peraonal 
injuries,  &c.,  by  Gen.  Banks. 

Merchandise  and  personal  prop- 
erty taken  by  Col.  Bennett. 

Curr«?ucy,  wea"rin»^  apparel,  &c., 
taken  by  U.  S.  authorities. 

HorHe.H,  hogs,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Lawler. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Apr.,  1864. 

March,  1863 . 

Mar.,  May., 

1864. 
Apr.,  1864... 

Aug.  17, 1863. 

Feb.  20, 1865. 

1863 

Oct.  16,1863. 

May  1,1863.. 


Dwelling-house  destroyed,  wood,     1863 

com,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 

J.  B.  Gebelin ',  Wood,  com,  &c.,  taken  and  build-  ;  Aug.,  1862 

ings  occupied  by  Gen.  Butler.     \ 
176  I  Sogene  Man  tone Cigars,  tobacco.  &c.,  taken  by  U.     Apr.  3, 1865 


S.  authorities. 


St.  Mary's  Parish,  La. 

Orleans  Pai  ish,  La  . . 

Fort  Jackson,  La 

St  Martin's  Parish,  L 

Iberia  Parish,  La 

St  Martin'aParish,  Li 

Orleans  Parish,  La . . . 

St  Bernard  Parish,  Li 

St  John  Parish,  La  .\ 

Assumption  Parish,  L 

St  Martin's  and  St. 

Mary's,  La. 
Orleans  Pariah,  La. .  - 

St  Beroard  Parish,  La 

New  Orleans,  La 

Jacksonville.,  La 

Ascension  Parish,  La 

Baton  Rouge,  La 

Natchez,  Miss 

St  Tammany,  La 

Rapides  Parish,  La . 
La  Fourche  Parish,  ■ 
La  Fayette  Parish,  L. 
Iberia  Parish.  La  ... 
Ca<ldo  Parish,  La... 

Kntaw.Ala    • 

Avoyelles  Parish,  La 

La  Fayette  Pariah,  La 

...do 

A  voyelles  Parish,  Lt . 

St  Martin's  Parish,  Li 

Bayou  Sara,  La 

Charleston,  S.  C 

Corinth,  Tenn 

St  Martin  Parish,  La . 

Leonville,  La 

Bayou  Sara,  La , 

St  John  Baptist  Par- 
ish, La. 
Richmond,  Va 
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tie  UniUd  States ^-Coutinned. 


Amount  claimed. 


Prindptl.  I  Interest. 


11,400  00  In.  Bt6p.  c 

e,i80  00  |....do 

2,000  00  ....do 

1,822  50  '....do 

25^W0OO;..    do 

5,270  50 '....do 

3,50000   ....do 

3.S20  0o|....do 

I 

8,885  00  I. ...do 

1.800  00  ....do 

^975  00      56,615  20 
1,410  00 


With  int. . 

I 

MO  00  :....do 

1 

WJMOOi    17,416  05 


^82100 
2,814  00 
1.39100 
1,416  86 
3.005  50 


With  int.. 
2,110  50 
1,045  50 

With  int.. 
3,065  61 


270,000  00  Int  at  6  p.  c. 


2.WH00 

910  00 

•      88500 

8^000  00 

18,050  00 

4,000  00 

1,243  50 

43,750  00 

2.13750 

19,200  00 

98.696  00 

1,700  00 

1,S50  50 

4,095  94 

20,880  00 

4,630  00 

72,073  75 


...do 

..do 

...do 

..do 


.do 
.do 


....do 

....do  ..... 
....do 

1.603  12 
14,400  00 
Int  at  6  p.  c 

2,754  00 
Int.  at  6  p.  c 

5,071  50 

15,660  00 

3, 472  50 

64,325  10 


$115, 590  20 


33. 176  05 


4,924  50 
2, 489  50 


6,071  11 


8. 740  62 
83,600  00 

5,454  00 


9,T67  40 


How  disposed  of. 


Disallowed,  Decembers,  1R83. 
Disallowed.  Deo.  1, 1883 


Award,  |67  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 
1. 1864 ;  ma<1e  Oct.  13. 1883. 

DisraiDSfld  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, June  13, 1882. 

Disallowed,  Oct.  8,  lb83 


Award,  $900  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
1, 1864:  made  Nov.  16, 1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  jnrisdio* 

tion.  June  26, 1883. 
DistUowed,  Oct  8, 1883 


Disallowed.  Oct  23, 1883. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. June  1,188*2. 
Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  31, 1882. 
Disallowed,  Dec.  26. 1883 


Award,  $100 ;  interest  at  5  p.  ct. 

from  Jan.  1, 1803 ;  made  Oct  8, 

1883. 
Award.  $500  at  5  p.  ct  from  Mar. 

24, 1863 ;  made  Apr.  16, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Nov.  9, 1883 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Mar.  14, 1882. 

Award,  $780  at  5  p.  ct  from  Nov. 
1. 1865  ;  made  J  une  26,  1883. 

Award,  $178.75  at  5  p.  ct.  from 
Apr.  1, 1864;  made  May  28, 1883. 

Award.  $10,  036  at  5  p.  c  from 
1, 1864 ;  ma<le  Mar.  26, 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, July  6,1881. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, May  23. 1882. 

Disallowed,  Dec.  8, 1883 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, .June  4, 1883. 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal.  Interest.     Total. 


$67  00 


$67  00 


$134  00 


900  00 


000  00 


100  00 


500  00 


780  00 
178  75 
10, 036  00 


Disallowed,  Dec.  1. 1883 

Disraisse<l  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, July  6. 1881. 

Award,  $800  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Oct  23, 1883. 

Awai-d.  $330  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
1, 18i53 :  made  Dec.  15, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Oct  18, 1883 


Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884  . 
Disallowed.  June  14, 1883. 
Disallowed,  June  14, 1883. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, J  une  4, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Apr.  6, 1883. 

Award,  $2,020.94;  interest  at  5 
p.  ct  from  May  1,  1863 ;  made 


^^eb.  4. 1884 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdio 

tion.  May  22. 1882. 
Disallowed,  June  14, 1883 


36, 540  00  . 
8, 102  50  ' 
136, 398  85  |  Disallowed,  October  8, 1683 


800  00 
830  00 


2,020  94 


1, 800  00 


106  23 


525  55 


718  13 

178  75 

9,994  76 


800  00 
346  50 


2, 118  68 


206  23 
1, 025  56 


1, 498  13 

857  50 

20, 030  76 


1,600  00 
676  50 


4,184  62 


E,Bx.2J3 11 
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176 
177 
178 

179 

180 
181 

182 

183 

184 

185 

186 

187 

188 

189 

100 

191 

192 

193 

194 

195 

196 

197 

198 

199 

200 

201 

202 

208 

204 

205 
206 

207 

208 

209 

210 

211 

212 

213 

214 

215 


I 


Namo  of  claimant. 

Aimee  Lecompte  . . . 

Jeui  Marie  Lagiirde . . 

Armand  aiid  Michael 

Heine. 
Fran9ois  Thierville   .. 

I 

Bloi  Eugene  Jaoob  . .  I 
FraD9oi8  Gaeydan  . . . 


Character  of  claim. 


Cotton,  engar,  taken  by  Lt.  J.  B. 

Bronilov. 
Cotton  taxen  by  Gen.  Banks 


Adele  S.  Conlon 

Kile  Henry  Flory 

Jean  B.  F.  Barthelemy 

Jean  B.  Elisealde 

Stanislas  Plassan  — 

Karcisae  Demongeot. . 

Marie  L.  Tabor 

Leda  Dnperon,  tntrix. 

EliseLebret   

Josephine  Brnnet  — 

Urbin  Laniarqne 

Bertrand  Beyri^ 

Sophie  S.  Schlieder 

Aline  P.  C.  Boiiliu 

Pierre  Brnnet 

Fran9oiB  B.  Manoel . . 

Pierre  Boiirie 

Colin  Jiiberty 

Celeste  Parenton  — 

Anchel  Karppe 

Clande  Waller  

Antoine  Pflster 

JoHCtphine  Brnnet 

Cliim  Lacaze,  tutrix . . 
Jean  Jeannaud 


•  I 


Rose  F.  Kepreux,  tu'x . 

Elizabeth  Pi:Ool 

Adelaide     C.    Lenor- 

niand. 
Lewis  Delinas 


/ 


(r.  A.  Le  More  &  Co  . . 

Vinrent  A  vet 

James  Madison  WellA, 

administrator. 
Theo<lore  Valade 

Bertrand  Labat 


Rent  of  and  damages  to  cotton 
prt'ss  by  Gen.  Butler. 

Cotton,  potatoes,  &o.,  taken  by 
Gen.  Sherman. 

Imprisonrot*nt  by  Col.  Stafford. .. 

Cotton,  sujiar.  molasses,  See,  tak* 
en  by  Capt  H.  L.  Ka.v . 

Hordes,  C4ittl«,  Sec,  taken  by  Col. 
Suffurd. 

Cattle,  paint,  &c..  taken  by  17.  S. 
authorities. 

Sn/ar,  whisky,  &c.,  taken  by  U. 
S.  authorities. 

Horsps.  flour,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen- 
erals Williams  and  Augnr. 

Imprisonment,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Butler. 

Cotton,  com,  cattle,  &c.,  taken  by 
Gen.  Fuller. 

Houses  and  fences  destroyed  by 
Gen.  Weitzel. 

Sn^sr.  cattle,  &c..  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Cotton  taken  and  house  destroyed 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  and  t-ax  levied  by 
U.  S.  authorities. 

Horses,  rotton,  taken  by  Gen.  N. 
P.  Bankf*. 

Cattle  taken  and  fencing  de- 
stroyed by  Gen.  Payne. 

Feuces.  fruit  liquor,  d:c.,  taken 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Rent  of  and  damages  to  cotton 
press  by  Gen.  Butler. 

Horses  taken  and  person  impris- 
oned by  IT.  8.  authorities. 

Horses  taken  and  person  impris- 
oned by  Col.  Sage. 

Lumber, '&c  ,  taken  by  Gen.  Weit- 
fel. 

Horses,  carriages,  &o.,  taken  by 
Gen.  N.  P.  Banks. 

Barges  burned  by  Gen.  Weitzel . . 

Sugar,  tobacco,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Sherman. 
Merchandise  taken   and  person 

injured  by  Gen.  Weitzel  ...    . . . 

House  and  contents  destroyed  by 

U.S.  authorities. 
Cotton,  horses,  drc,  taken  by  U. 

S.  authorities. 
Leather  taken  liy  Gen.  K.  P.  Banks 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks 

SteamboAt,  horse,  taken  by  Gen. 

Franklin. 
Dwelling-hoiiHt',    &c.,   destroyed 

liy  (Jen  Williams. 
Cotton  tuken  by  (>on.  N.  P.  Banks. 

# 

Horse,  suusir,  Sic,  taken  by  U.  S. 

aulhoiities. 
Cotton  taken  by  U.  S.  authorities 


Arose  when. 


Ai 


May  1. 1863. . 

Apr.  13, 1864 

Oct  1,1862 

1862,1863... 

Ang.,  1862  .. 
Not..  1862  .. 

Nov.  5,1862. 

Dec.,  1863... 

Aug.  9,1862 

Dec,  1862.. 

May,  1862... 

1863,1864  . 

Oct.,  1862  .. 

May,  1864  . 

July,  1864  . 

1863 

Apr.,  1864... 

Feb.  15. 1863 

1862  

June  1, 1862, 

Aug.  1. 1863 

I 
Mar.,  1863. ... 

Oct.,  1862  ..  t 

I 

I 

Apr.  20, 1863 
OcL  26, 1862  . 
Feb.,  1864... 
Apr.,  1861... 
....do 


St  Lax 

Natchi 

La. 
NewO 

Shelby 

NewO 
Bayou 

NewG 

Fausac 

Donalc 

Baton 

NewO 

Frank! 

La  Foe 

Pointe 

La. 
Fancy 

St  Jan 

Vormi! 

Indian 

Louisa 

NewO 

Plaqnc 

Baton 

Thibo< 

St  Ma 

Bayon 

HiUabc 

Terrel 


Sept,  1864.. 
Apr.  16, 1864 

May.  1863  . . . 

Aug.,  1862... 

May,  1864  .. . 

1861-1866  .. 

Jane  22, 1864 

Dec,  1862... 


Rent  and  damages  to  property  by 
Col.  Sheldon. 

Sucar  and  moLiMses  taken  by  Gen.  '  Apr.,  1864 
Banks.  ' 

Cotton,  horsen,  &c.,  taken  by  Col. 
Chiekerinff. 

Dry  goods.  Sec,  taken  by  U.  S.  au- 
thorities. 


. .  do 

Aug.  1. 1863 


St  Ma 
Rapidc 

St.  Ma 

Baton 
Mansfi 

Monro* 
Plaque 
Alexai 
StLar 
StCha 
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III  Unttd  States, 


Amonot  claimed. 


VriBdlMl. 


tl,K0OO 
1^250  00 


17S0  0O 


lotereat. 


ri.  014  00 
With  int.. . 


«^170  52Withint. 


2.970  00 


u,mw 

K237  00lDt>at6p.c 


». 270  00.... do 

■1022  83 do 

2.079  25...  do 


4.060  do; 

01^000  ooi 

10,010  w>] 
121455  Ou_ 

Mi,7;;ooo 

4,000  00 
2,636  00 

11^225  00 

I 


do 
do 


TotaL 


13,934  00 


5.720  00 


57, 273  75;  108, 183  75 

j 

98,341  25'  224,796  25 

2, 964  75I  6, 917  75 

6J,  750  00^  212, 500  00 

3,<:00  00,  8.400  00 

':,028  80  4,564  80 

7. 668  76  17, 893  75 


How  disposed  of. 


Disallowed,  October  8, 1883 
do 


Disallowed,  Jan.  26. 1884 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnriadic- 
tion,  April  16.1883. 

Disallowed,  Nov.  0, 1883 

Disallowed,  Jan.  26, 1884 


Disallowed,  June  27, 1882. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Apr.  6, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Oct  13, 1883 


4,0a0l3.Inlat6p.c 
l^«1150'....do.... 


^485  00 
172  00 
327  00 
1. 270  00 

tioooo 

11.24100 

i^  800  00 

100  00 

1.366  00 

i»«00 
41.200  00 

1.250  00 

4.265  00 

i|7«0  00 

738  50 

66^100  40 

1,400  00 
1.R2  00 
M.  815  00 

9.228  75 


1,863  00 
729  37 
245  25 
3, 957  00 
1,500  00 
Int  at  6  p.  o 
47,000  00 
With   int. 
..  do 


3, 176  00 
With   int 

1,290  16 

4,762  10 

31, 871  00 

With    int. 

Int.  at  6  p.  c 

— do 

•  ...do 

•  •..do  ..... 

•  • .  .do 


4,348  00 
1.701  37 
572  25 
9,233  00 
3,500  03 


107,600  00 


6,432  00 


2, 540  16 

9,027  10 

64,631  00 


Award,  $130.  at  5  p.  cL  from  Aag. 
6, 1863 ;  made  Dec.  1. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jnne  1, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecn- 
tion.  Jane4,  1883. 

Award,  $850.  at b  p.  ct  from  Jan. 
1,186:1;  made  Oct.  8. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  I,  1883. 

Disallowed.  Not.  16, 1883 


Disallowed.  Oct.  8, 1883 


Award,  $100,  at  5  p.  ct  fromMay 
1, 1864 ;  made  Dec  8, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  pi  osecu- 
tioQ,  Jane  4,  18&3. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jorisdtc- 
tion,  July  6.  1881. 

Award,  $3,500,  at  5  p.  c.  from  Jan. 
1. 1865;  made  Mar.  15. 1883. 

DiHniiAsi>d  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. July  6. 1881. 

Award.  $260,  at.'rp.  0.  from  June 
1, 1864 ;  made  Mar.  5. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnnsdio- 
tion,  July  6. 1881. 

Award, $5U0  at  5p.  ct  from  Jan. 
1. 1865;  made  Dec.  8, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Mar.  14, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  proeeca- 
tion.June4, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Oct  8, 1883 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal 


$130  00 


860  00 


100  00 


8,500  00 


260  00 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4. 1883. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  13, 1883  


Inteieat 


$134  22 


902  98 


99  50 


8, 368  15 


25783 


500  00 


Disallowed.  Dec.  8, 1883    

Award,  $6,693  at  5  p.  ct.  from 
June  1, 1864 ;  made  Dec.  8. 1883. 

DiHmisNed  fur  want  of  pmsecu- 
tiun,  JhI^'  2, 1883. 

Award.  $8o0  at  5  p.  ct.  from  A  pr. 
1. 1863;  made  Feb.  4. 1884. 

Dii«miHH«'d  for  want  of  prosecn- 
tion.  June  4, 1883. 

Dismicisi'd  for  want  of  Juiisdic- 
tion,July6. 1881. 

DisraisMed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Mar.  26, 1884. 

Dismissed  tor  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  7, 1882. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884 


Award,  $1,600  at  5  p.  ct  from 
July  1, 1863 ;  made  Mar.  11, 1884. 
Disallowed,  Oct  23, 1888 


6,693  00 


850  00 


1,600  00 


481  17 


6,637  07 


802  60 


1,660  06 


V 


TbtaL 


$264  22 


1,769 


199  m 


6,868  1» 


517 


981  17 


13,830  OT 


1, 748  M 


8,260M 


\' 


1 
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:So. 


^16 

•217 
218 

210 


220 

221 

222 

223 
224 

225 
226 


227 
228 
220 
23§ 
231 
232 
233 
234 

235 
236 
237 
238 
230 

240 
241 
242 
243 
244 
245 
246 
247 
Sit 
240 
250 
251  ^ 


Kame  of  claimant. 


Character  of  claim. 


Albin  Rooherean 


Oastave  Tbomaa i 

Pierre  P.  Pouiason  — 

Baptiste  St.  Arromant . 


Eugene  Rooherean . . 

Clement  L.  Fellon. . . 
Joseph  V.  Darmnre 


Tazee   levied  by  Gens.  Butler  ( 
and  Banks.  { 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Mc  Arthur . . 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks 

Mulee,  wood.  Sec,  taken  by  U.  S. 

aiithoritiea. 
Taxes  levied  by  Gen.  Butler 


Taxes  levied  by  Gen.  Banks . 


Arose  when. 


Aug.  11,1862 
Sept.  7, 1863  . 

1884 

Mar.       and 


Arone  where. 


..do 
..do 


Jean  Eugene  Feray. .. 
Jean  Pierre  Gneydan  . 

Charles  Guerineau — 

Casa6  B.  Castex 

Antoine  Tourres 

Jean  F.  H.  Blanchy . . . 
EmelieA.  Cardaillac. . 
Antoine  Lacoste 

EmileE.  Hauguel,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Bernard  Suberbielle. 
executor. 

Jacques  Delille 

Frozine  de  I'Hoste 

Aim^e  M.  Hervein  — 

Jean  E.  Chauvin,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Hyppolite  Patout,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Alfred  Plaissance,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Thomas  Lafferty,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Angnstin  Gachot 

Samuel  E.  Loeb 

Jean  Marie  Tatin 

Bernard  Lapl6ne 

Alexander  Grille 

Alexander  St.  Martin. 

Widow  J.  V.  Juge 

Joseph  N.  Coquelet . . . 

Ferol  Begard,  curator 

Augustus  Burleigh, 
administrator. 


House,  furniture,  &.o.,  destroyed 

by  Admiral  Farragut. 
House,  furniture,  &.O.,  destroyed 

by  Lieut.  Perkins.  * 
Mules  taken  by  Lieut*.  Downs 
Cotton  taken  by  MaJ.  Gen.  Banks. 

Horses,     CQttle,     produce,    &c., 

taken  and  person  imprisoned  by 

Col.  W.  Sayles. 
Cotton,  cattle,  &c.,  taken  by  Lieut. 

Bailey,    general    order     Capt 

Sprague  et  al. 

Merchandise  taken  by  U.  S.  naval 
vessels. 

Cattle  and  cotton  taken  by  Gen. 
Franklin. 

Horses,  cotton,  &.C.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Lee  and  Gen.  Banks. 

Household    furniture.     Ac,   de- 
stroyed by  Admiral  Farragut. 

Kent  and  damages  of  house 


Horses,  coal,  tools,  &,c.,  taken  by 

19th  corpH,  U.  S.  A. 
Cotton,  cattle,  &.C..  taken  by  U.  8. 

troops. 
Sugar  and   molosses   taken    by 

Gen.   Banks;   sugar  taken  b}- 

Capt.  Joues. 
House  and  furniture  destroyed 

by  Col.  Kimball. 
Cotton,  cattle,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Horses,  mules,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Horses  taken  by  soldiers  under 

Gen.  Banks. 
Cotton,  &c.,  taken  and  destroyed 

by  Gen.  Banks  and  Gen.  Frank- 
lin. 
Horses,  cotton.  See,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler. 
Cotton,  com,  Sco.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Steele's  command. 
Buggies,  clothing,tools,&o.  .taken 

by  Gen.  Steele's  commanu. 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks  and 

Admiral  Porter. 
Sugar,  wine,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks ;  also  imprisonment. 
Sugar,  money,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Vegetables  taken  and  property 

occupied  by  Geo.  Dudley. 
Molasses  taken  and  property  oc- 
cupied by  21st  Indiana. 
Houses  and  contents  destroyed 

by  Admiral  Farragut. 
Fences,  hay,  and  vegetables  de- 
stroyed by  Gen.  Dudley. 
Houses,  &c.,  destroyed  l>y  Gen. 

Banks. 
Buggy,  mules,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks;  cotton  taken  by  Lieut. 

Conlin. 


Apr.,  1864. 
Sept.,  1864... 

Aug.  11, 1862. 

Sept  7,1863. 

Aug.  9, 1862 

July  15, 1861. 

Apr.  1,1864. 
Apr.  23. 1864 

Sept.,  1862, 
and  Nov., 
1864. 

Sept.,    1862, 
and    May  i 
and  Nov.,  I 
1863.  i 

June,  1861...' 
I 

Apr.    and  | 
Dec..  1863. 

Mar.  30, '64,  dL 
Apr.  23, '64 

Aug.  0,  1862 

Jan.  20, '63,  to 

July  20. '64. 

Mar.  15, 1863 

About  1863  . . 

Apr..  1863 ; 
Feb.,  1864. 

Feb.,  1864.. 

May,  1864... 

Apr.  16. 1863 

May  20, 1864 

1863-1864  .... 

Fall  of  1862.. 

Sept.10,1863. 

Apr.,  1864  . . . 

Mar.  to  July, 

1864 
May  15, 1864. 

Apr.  &Nov., 

1863. 
Aug.  24,  '62 ; 

Sept  20, '62 
Aug.  12,1862. 

July  1,1863.. 

Aug.  24, 1862. 

May  16, 1864 

Apr.20, 1863 ; 
May  4, 1863 


>  New  Orleans,  La 

Ymoo  County,  Miss  .. 
Natchitoches  Pariah, 

lia. 
Jefferson  Parish,  La  . . 

New  Orleans 

— do 

Donaldsville,  La 

Indian  Village,  La 

...do    

Natchitoches  Pariah, 

La. 
Ascension  Pariah,  La. 

Iberville  and  St  Mar- 
tin's Parishea,  Seo, 

Mouth  of  Miaaisaippi 

River. 
St  Martin  Parish,  La  . 

Natchitochea    Parish, 

La. 
Donaldsonville,  La 

Brashear  City,  La 

VermiUionville.  La. . .. 

Leonville,  La 

St  Martin  Pariah,  La. 

Mande villo.  La 

Concordia  Parish,  La  . 

New  Iberia,  La 

Avoyelles  Pariah,  La.. 
Bayou  Teche,  La 

St  James  Pariah,  La  - 
Pulaski  County,  Ark  . 

Camden,  Ark 

Avoyelles  Pariah,  La.  - 

Marksville,  La 

New  Iberia,  La 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La  ^ 

New  Orleans .-, 

Donaldsonrille,  La 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La  - 

Mansura,  La *  - 

St.  Landry  Pariah, 
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iki  United  States — Continued. 


Amoimt  cUimed. 


Principal.      Interest. 


15,714  28  lot.  at  6  p.  c. 

61.000  00   ..  do 

33,075  00;  .    do 


1,940  OOj.... do 

714  28.... do 

714  28|...  do 

13,ar0  00....do 


8,947  00 

20OOO 
4,303  36 

16,971  00 


10^  365  00  Int.  at  6  p.  c 


80767 
4,013  00 
7.366  51 
2,160  00 
1,317  40 
8,270  00 


17,100  00 

201  00 
4.303  36 


How  disposed  of. 


Total. 


Amount  allowed. 


PrmcipaL 


Interest.     TotaL 


Disallowed.  Jan.  5, 1884. 

Disallowed,  Feb.  9, 1884 
Disallowed,  Oct.  8, 1883 


Award,  $500  at  5  p.  ct.  ft-om  Jan. 

1. 1865;  made  Apr.  16, 1883. 
Award,  $714.28  at  5  p.  ct.  from 

Anir.  11, 1862. 
Award,  $714.28  at  5  p.  ct.  from 
Sept  7, 1863 ;  made  Dec.  15, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Oct  13, 1883 . . .  


$14, 047  00 

401  00 
8.606  72 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Dec.  18, 1882. 

do    

do 


19. 212  78       36, 183  78 


.do 

4,653  82 
8,508  08 
3,9t3  00 
1,583  32 
7,489  95 


Award.  $500  at  5  p.  ct  fit>m  Dec. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Oct  13, 1883. 

Award,  $20,000  at  5  p.  ct  fh>m 
June  1. 1863;  made  Jan.  26, 1884. 


DisaUowed.  Oct  26, 1882. 


^205  62ilntat6  p.o 


8^185  62 


do. 


2.976  00 

81,965  00 

2. 062  00 

900  00 


...do. 
..  do. 
..  do. 

— do. 


•'.•46  35....do. 


8,666  82 

16,104  50 

6,062  00 

2,900  72 

13,769  95 


*•  2*2  50.. ..do 
••*70  00      11,822  50 
^«02  36| With  int... 

I 

'".»0  00    233,700  00 

^027  06       4.490  16 

*.M«Oojlntat6p.o 

*'*»<H)[..do 

^.740  00         2.118  80 
^^<H)         5,826  00 


17, 792  50 


*.  do 

I^V^ith  int. 


545,800  00 
9, 517  22 


Award.  $1,186.67  at  5  p.o.ftom 
Apr.  1, 1864  ;  made  Dec.  8, 1883. 

Award,  $720  at  5  p.  c  from  Jane 
1, 1864 ;  made  Dec.  8, 1883. 

DiaaUowed.  Oct.  13. 1883 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jariadtc- 

tion.  Mar.  10, 1882. 
Award,  $850  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr.  1, 

1864  :  made  Oct  8, 1883. 
Award,  $4,783.31  at  5  p.  o.  from 

May  1, 1863;  made  Apr.  28, 1883. 
Disallowed.  Nov.  2, 18& 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Ai>r.  6, 1883. 
Disallowed  Nov.  0, 1888 , 


3,858  80 
10, 825  00 


Award.  $200  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1.  If  64 ;  made  Oct  23, 1883. 

Award,  $150  at  5  p.  c.  from  Jnne 
1, 1864 ;  made  Oct  8, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  19, 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4. 1883. 

Award,  $400  at  5p.  c  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Not.  16, 1883. 

Award.  $430  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1,1864;  madeApr.  16. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Juriadio- 
tion,  Jan.  3, 1882. 

Dismiai«ed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10, 1882. 

DisaUowed,  Nov.  23, 1883 


$500  00 
714  28 
714  28 


$481  17 
772  79 
734  34 


500  00 


20,000  00 


1,186  67 
720  00 


483  29 


20.832  87 


850  00 
4,783  31 


200  00 


1.186  67 
718  99 


850  00 
5,002  82 


200  00 


150  00        148  75 


400  00 
430  00 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Mar.  10, 1882. 

Award,  $12u  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1. 1864 ;  made  Nov.  2, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Dec.  18. 1882. 

Awaid,  $275  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1.1864;  made  6ct  30. 1883. 

Disallowed.  Jan.  19,  1884 


120  00 


275  00 


400  00 
430  00 


$981  IT 
>2.935  6» 


988  2» 


40,832  87 


2,873  34 
1,483  9» 


1. 700  0^ 
9, 786  la 


400  W> 
298  7fr 


800  00 
860  00 


120  00 


275  00 


Award,  $2,450.25  at  5  p.  c.  fmm       2, 450  25 
May  4,  '63;  made  Nov.  16,  '83.  \ 


240  0^ 


650  0» 


2,661  681^   5,011  9» 

\ 


I 
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17a 


253 


t58 

»4 


Name  of  claimant. 


S57 

258 

260 


201 


264 

265 
266 

268 


270 

271 

272 
278 

274 
275 

276 
277 

278 
279 
280 
281 
282 
283 
284 


Caroline  FoUain 

Henriette  Levy,  wid- 
ow and  tatriz. 
Bertrand  Lagnens  — 

Jean  Petit 

Andre  Millies 

Lncien  Grandeary 

Jean  Senao 

Loais  Charrie 

Pierre  Alcide  Hamel . . 
Erelina  Poissot  etal.. 
Amaad  V.  Careaee  . . . 

Ferdinand  Cais 

Fran9oiB  C.  Dernier. . 

Mary  Debarbidris 

Naroiaae  J.  Meunicr. . 

Pierre  Heugaa 

Lonis  Barron 

Lonis  Bonnemar 

Henry  Ren6 

Eugene  de  Juge 

William  Means,  ez'r. . 
Elizabeth  Mangon — 

M.  and  E.  Landry 

Joseph  Block 

Jean  Chanel 

Joseph  Snllice 

Jnlion  Provent,  adm'r. 

Laurent  Lacassagne . . 

Nicholas  J.  Marecbal 

Mrs.  Joseph  E.  6a- 

raudy. 
Bl&ze  Mote 

Cassagnabdro  &  Prieur 

Francois  Omer 


Character  of  claim. 


Arose  when. 


Cotton,  boTBes,  &c.,  taken  by  order 
of  Lieut.  Col.  Sargent  and  Lient.  | 
Conlin.  | 

Cotton  taken  by  Capt  F.  O.  Pope,  j 

Flat-boat^  cotton,  com,  &c., taken 

by  Gren.  Williams. 
Damages  for  lossnf  buHiness,  and 

imprisonment  by  Col.  French. 

Houses,  &o.,  destroyed  by  Col. 
Sayles. 

Money,  jewelry,  &o.,  taken  by 
Wilson's  Zouaves;  house  dam- 
aged; personnl  injuries. 

House  destmyi^d  and  horses  and 
cattle  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin. 

Cotton  taken  by  Capt.  Perkins. . . 

Horse,  &c.,  taken  by  M%j.  Rem- 
ington. 
Com,  &c.,  burned  by  Gen.  Banks 

Sngar,  cotton,  &c..,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Property  taken  and  destroyed  by 
n.  S.  naval  and  military^  forces. 

Brick-yard,  hay,  and  oats  de- 
stroyed by  Col.  Holcombe. 

Arrostaken  and  business  damaged 
by  Gen.  Butler. 

House,  furniture,  &c.,  destroyed 
by  Gen.  Sherman. 

Horse  taken  by  Gen.  Canby 


House,  furniture,  &c.,  destroyed 

by  Gen.  Banks. 
Use  and  damage  of  "Pittsburg 

Hotel "  by  M.  de  la  CoUeja  for 

U.  S.  troops. 
Mare  taken  by  Col.  E.  Bacon; 

sugar  taken  by  Col.  Sage. 

Contents  of  store,  groceries.  &c  . 

taken  by  Gen.  Banks  and  Gen. 

Franklin. 
Timber  destroyed  by  Gen.  Lew 

Wallace. 
Claret  and  hogshead  stave-boards 

taken  by  U.  S.  gunboats. 

Goods,   groceries,  &c.,  taken  by 

Gen.  Banks  and  Gen.  Franklin. 
Cotton,  sngar,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks;  tobacco,  &c.,  taken  by 

U.  S.  soldiers. 
Potatoes  and  steamboat  tAkenby 

troops  under  Gen.  Davidson.  A:o. 
Cotton.  &.C.,  taken  by  Capt.  Pope 

and  Gen.  Franklin. 

Horses,  cattle,  &c.,  taken  by  U. 

S.  Boldleiti. 
Horses  taken  by  Capt.  Bainbridge . 

Woo<l,  groceries,  &c.,  taken   by 

Gen.  Banks. 
One-seventh  intereHt  in  schooner 

taken  by  U.  S.  soldiers. 
Horses  and  hunting  {luns  taken 

by  C«|>t.  Blinker  or  Bnckner. 
Timber  nnd  vejret^ible.s  taken  by 

United  States. 
Hogs  taken  by  Gen.  Curtis 


Apr.  dc  May, 
1868. 

Apr.,  1863  . . . 

July  12. 1864. 

Juno  20, 1862, 
to  June  20, 
1866;  Aug. 
20,1802. 

Jan.  28, 1865 

Dec.  10, 1862 

Dec.,  1863  ... 
May  16, 1863. 

Aug.  2, 1864 

Apr.  23, 1864 

In  1864 

Aug.  0, 1862  . 

June  and 
Sept.,  1864 
Aug..  1862... 

About  Dec, 

1864. 
June  26. 1865. 

Feb..  1863... 

Aug.  27. 1862, 

to  May  2, 

1863. 
Oct.  21,1863, 

and  June, 

1863. 
Apr.  15  and 

May    20, 

1863. 
Aug.,  1862  .. 


Closeofl862 
to  spring 
of  1864. 

1863-1865.... 

Apr.20,1863; 

Apr.     21, 

1863. 
1863.     1862- 

1866. 
May  1.1863, 

and    Dec. 

13. 1863. 
Apr.,  1863..- 

Sept.13,1862. 

Mav    15-20, 

1864. 
May,  1862... 

Mays,  1863.. 

Oct  1,1862.. 

May  1,1802.. 


Arose  where. 


St  Landry  Pariah,  L* 

Avoyelles  and  St  Lan- 
dry Parishes,  La. 

Canal  Point,  above 
Vicksburg,  Misa. 

New  Orleans 

Bayou  Goula,  La 

St.  James  Pariah.  La. . 

New  Iberia,  X«a 

St  Landry  Pariah,  La. 

St  Gabriel,  La 

Natchitoches  Parish, 

La. 
St  Martin  Pariah,  La.. 

&.C. 

Donaldaonville,  La 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La  .. 

New  Orleans 

Chatham  County,  Ga.. 

New  Orleans 

East  Baton  Rooge,  La. 
New  Orieans 

Points  Coap6e,  La  . . . . 


Isle  Piqnante  and  Ab- 
beTilie,  La. 

Kenton  Connty,  Ky  .. 

Near  Fleming's  l4uid< 
ing,  Ark. 

Morgan  City,  La 


Opelonaas,  La. 


Derall's  Bluff,  Ark.; 

New  Orleans. 
St  Martin  ville  and  St. 

Landry,  La. 

Opelousas,  La 

Magnolia  Garden,  La 
Caasandria,  L* 


Near  Bay  St  Lools, 

La. 
Washington,  La , 


Fort  Pickering,  Tenn 
BatesviUe,  Ark 
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$ke  United  StaUt—Continned. 


Amoant  oUimed. 


PrinoipaL 


IntorMt. 


400  00  With  int. 


ftl,232  SO 

10,370  CO 

M6^040  00 


Total 


•,085 
•.723 


00 

75 

00 


lot.  at  6  p.  o 


do. 
.do  .. 


do 
do 


<778 

1,064  53lDt,at6p.o 

I 

230 
11,772 
•4.675 

•,653 

•^070 

6,555 

•,800 
450 

•.650 

1,502 


$5,446  92     $10,224  02 


00.. ..do 

00,  With  Int 

1 
OO;      54. 973  75 

50  With  int 

I 

00  Int.  at6  p.  c 

I 
00  With  int 

75        5.663  68 

i 

00  Int.  at  6  p.  c 


How  disposed  of. 


Award,  $11,270.74  at  5  p.  c.  from 
Apr.  1, 1^64;  made  Oct.  14. 1884. 

DisToifiHed  for  want  of  jaritkiic- 

tion.Jnn.  19. 1884. 
Diaatlowed,  J  une  4, 1883    


Amoaot  allowed. 


Principal. 


Interest. 


TotsL 


Aw.ird.  $2,865  at 5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1,1863;  made  Feb.  23. 1884. 


$1 1. 277  74  $11, 270  74  $22, 641  46 


Disallowed.  Dec.  8, 1883. 


DismisMed  for  want  of  jurindio* 
tion,  Dec.  18,1882. 

Award,  $713  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 

1. 1864 ;  made  Nov.  16, 188.3. 
Award,  $1,161.53  at  5  p.  c.  from 

July  8,  1865;   made  Oct.  30, 

1883. 
Award.  $150  at 5  p.  c.  from  Anj;. 

2, 1864;  made  Oct  26.  Ih83. 
Dlsa'.lowed,  Apr.  16,  1883 


Award,  $1 ,065 at  5  p.  c.  from  Jnly 

1, 1864 :  made  Jan.  5, 1884. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  13, 1 883 


Disallowed,  Feb.  4, 1884 


00 
50 


3.042  00 
Int.  atOp.c. 


1,123  00   ..do 


•,000  00        2,500  00 


•,000  00 
lfi,5O0  00 


6,720  00 
15. 810  00 


1,  500  00         ].  875  OO- 
•B,  451  00      51.340  50 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdic- 

tion,  Apr.  16,1883. 
11. 563  43,  Award,  $000  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 

1, 1864  ;  made  Jane  4, 18K3. 
Award.  $100  at  5  p.  c.  from  Aug. 

1. 1865 ;  made  Oct  26, 1882. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  8. 1883 , 


7,502  00 


5,500  00 

12,720  00 
81. 310  00 

4.375  00 
119,794  50 


•4. 644  00       35. 760  931      70. 413  93 
7,226  00  Int.  at  6  p.  o 

4, 638  00  . . . 
•1,500  00|  ...do 
•,  740  OO;       4, 170  10 
Int  at 6  p.  c 
350  00 


t.428  57 
296  00 


7, 910  10 


Award,  $700  at  5  p.  c  from  June 
1, 1863 ;  made  Dec.  15, 1883. 

Award.  $300  at 5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1.  1864;  made  Dec.  15, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Feb.  21. 1882. 

Award.  $1,500 at  5p.  c.  from  Jan. 

15, 1863  :  made  Oc^.  26, 1882. 
Award.  $316  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 

1, 1864;  made  Apr.  28, 1883. 

Dismixsed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4,  1883. 

Dlnmissvd  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  6. 1881. 


Disallowed,  Oct  13, 1883 . 


DisraisAed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, July  6, 1881. 

Award,  $600  at  5  p.  o.  from  Nov. 

1, 18H3 :  made  Jan.  3, 1883. 
Award,  $,.'50  at  5  p.  c.  from  Sept 

13. 1862 ;  made  Juno  6, 1882. 
Disallowed,  Nov.  23, 1883 


648  00 


T,783  75lntBt6p.o. 


200  00  With  int 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Dec.  18. 1882. 

Award,  $128  jit  5  p.  c  from  Juno 
1, 1863 ;  made  Jan.  27.  18S3. 

Award.  $1,257  at5 p  c.  frojii  May 
8,  186^  :  made  June  14. 1883. 

Award.  $11.^  at  6  p.  c.  from  Jan. 
1, 1863  :  made  Jan.  12, 1882. 


2,865  00 


713  00 
1, 161  53 


8, 008  25 


6,87S 


713  00     1,426  00 


1.087  87 


160  00         147  48 


1. 065  00     1, 051  78 


900  00        900  00 
100  00  93  33 


700  00        729  15     1,420  U 


2,249  40 


297  48 


2, 116  71 


1,800  00 
198  86 


300  00 


1,500  00 
315  00 


800  00        600  00 


1,590  62 
315  00 


600  00 
250  00 


128  00 
1, 257  00 
115  00 


8,090  61 
630  60 


612  41     1, 212  41 

I 
269  31        610  II 


133  32 

1. 813  4.C 
123  59 


261  81 

2.670  46 
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No.      Name  of  claimant. 


285  A  ntoine  Pfinter 

286  Louis  Dal  mas 

287  Engene  Bourgeois 

288  Mrs.  Chretien  Ebel  . . , 

289  JeanMllbas 

290  Madame  Julie  Chaix, 

etal. 

291  MarieBelloc 

$92  Flore  Petifils,  adm'x . . 

203  Albln  M.  de  Qrilleau . . 

294  PierreGrand 

295  Jean  Berthln 

206     Dominique  Berlin 

297  Widow  L.  D.  de  Blanc, 
adm*x. 

296  IsaacJ.Picard 

290     Victor  CoUiau 

300  Ambroise  N.  Lucas. . . 

301  Pierre  Lonstanau 

302  Francois  Petitflls 

308     Emmanuel  Choi 

804     Henry  Geist 

306     Joseph  Siegfried 

306  Jules  Dupont,  adm'r . . 

307  Victor  Ruotte 

808    Aglae  L.  Laborde 

300    Arthur  Ravelet 

810  Jules  Victor  Dormier. 

311  Joseph  S.  Lasbennes . . 

312  Estelle  M.  V6qne 

318  Pierre  8.  Wilts,  adm'r . 

314  Jean  Colomes 

315  Baymond  Vallet 

316  Jean  Strenna 

317  Jean  Strenna 

318  Joseph  Brugdre 

319  Jean  M.  Heriard 


Character  of  claim. 


House,  furniture,  and  schooner 
burned  by  Gen.  Weitael. 

Horsed,  carts,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Weitzel. 

Beds,  blankets,  Sec,  taken  by 
Capt.  Hawk  and  Col.  Salei*. 


Damages  to  furniture  and  hus- 
band caused  by  officers  of  gun- 
boat "Burton." 

Cattle  and  sheep  taken,  &c.,  by 
Gen.  Banks. 

Crops,  6lc.,  destroyed  by  Gen. 
Dow.  Gen.  Phelps,  and  Gen. 
Sherman. 

Houses,  fencing,  &,c.,  destroyed 
by  U.  S.  military  authorities. 

Steamboat  "Hope"  burned  by 
Capt.  McGee. 

Occupation  of  property  by  Col. 
Hofabird. 

Detention  of  ship  "Bella Cuba- 
na"  by  U.  S.  military  authori- 
ties. 

Oxen  taken  by  Capt  Dennison  . . . 

Oxen,  horses,  &o.,  taken  by  Capt. 
Sheldon,  and  pers<mal  confine- 
ment. 

Cattle,  mules,  sugar,  taken  by 
MaJ.  Pellett  and  Capt  Smith. 

Occupation  of  property  and  de- 
struction of  rosin. 

Groceries,  dry-goods,  &c.,  taken 
by  U.  8.  Soldiers. 

Cotton,  timber,  &o.,  destroyed  by 
Capt  Fitch  and  gunboat  "Al- 
liance." 

Cattle,  lumber,  fences,  &c.,  taken 
by  Lieut  F.  E.  Smith. 

Potat4)«s,  hay,  &.C.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Dudley. 

Horses,  cattle,  &.c.,  taken  by  M^J. 
Williamson. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Canby  .  . . . 

House  destroyed  by  U.  H.  author- 
ities. 

Death  of  Fran9o{s  Dupont  caused 
by  Capt  Perkins. 

Cows,  calves,  taken  by  Gen. 
Franklin. 

Horses,  &o.,  taken  by  Gen.  But- 
ler. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  R.  S.  Canby. 

Dry-^oods,  clothing,  &c.,  taken 

by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Horses  taken  by  Capt  Bradley. .. 

Crops  destroyed  by  U.  S.  authori- 
ties. 

Destruction  of  property,  and  per- 
son imprisoned  by  U.  S.  autnor- 
ities. 

Wine,  &c.,  taken  by  U.  S.  author- 
ities. 

Sugar,  &xi.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. . 

Cotton,  tar,  &.C.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Grover. 

Arrest  and  imprisonment  by  Gen. 
Grover. 

Loss  of  property  by  decree  of  U. 
S.  Court. 

Cotton,  fiat-boat,  &c.,  taken  by 
U.  S.  autboiities. 


Arose  when. 


Aroae  where. 


July  10, 1863. 
Aug.  9.  1862. 


DonaldaoDTille,  La. 
do 


Sept  29, '64,     Bayou  Gonla,La... 

and  Jan.  27 

and  Feb.  13, 

1865. 
Jul3-,1862  . 


May,  1864  ... 
1862  and  1863. 


Mar.  24,1863 . 

May  20,  '62. 

to  Aug.  31, 

1863. 
Sept  10, 1864. 


Oct  1, 1863  . 
Oct,  1863... 

April,  1863  . 

Jan.  1  to  July 

1,1865. 
March,  1863  . 

April,  June 
and  Oct.,  '63 

April,  1863  .. 

Septl2, 1862. 

Oct  31. 1862  . 

Apr.  12, 1865. 
July,  1862  . . . 

Deo.  19, 1862. 

Sept,  1863... 

Sept,  1862... 

Apr.  21, 1865. 

Sept2.2, 1862. 

May  20, 1864 

April,  1862  .. 

Oct  8, 1862  .. 

Dec.,  1864.. 

April,  1863  . . 
May  15.1864. 

do 

Mar.19,1874. 


Plaquemine,  La., 


Rapides  Pariah,  La  . .. 

Near  Camp  Parapet, 
La. 


Baton  Rouge,  La. 
False  River,  La. . 
New  Orleans 


.do 


Point  Couple,  La 

Port  Hudson  and  New 
Orleans,  La. 

St  Landry  and  St 
Martin's  Parlabea, 
La. 

Mobile,  Ala 


Wy  theville,  Va 


St  Mary's  and  other 
Parishea,  La. 

Brashear  City,  La 

Jefferson  Parish,  La .. 

La  Fonrcbe  Pariah.La. 

Mobile.AIa 

St  Charles's  Parish, 

La. 
Donaldsonville,  La 

La  Fayette  Pariah,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La 

Mobile,  Ala 

St  James's  Pariah,  La, 

Baton  Rouge,  La , 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La  . 

New  Orleans,  La 


Mobile,  Ala. 


New  Iberia,  La 

St  Tammany  Parish, 

La. 
New  Orleans,  La 


do 


Jan.,  1865  ...'  Grand  Lake,  La 
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the  UniUd  Stales— Contmned. 


Amount  claimed. 


Frineipa]. 


Interest. 


•528  00        $396  00 

703  70|  527  87 

3,  228  25;      2, 421  20 


2, 150  00        1. 612  00 


Total. 


How  disposed  of. 


$924  00     Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdic- 

I      tion,  Jane  6. 1882. 
1, 231  37     Disallowed,  Nov.  13, 1882 


15, 418  50 
13,230  00 

6.800  00 
8,050  00 
2,041  90 

8,909  09 

1,140  00 
6.640  00 

817  00 

21,250  00 
6,000  00 
8,609  50 

1, 157  20 

^370  00 

1,275  00 

800.000  00 
850  00 

10,000  00 
1,925  00 
1,200  00 
3^240  12 

10,646  80 

900  00 

1,138  50 

I 

57,000  00 


With  int . 
13,560  75 


lDtat6|».c 


5,649  45 


3,762  00 


With  int 
Int.  at  6  p.  c 

do. 


.do 
.do 

.do 


— do 
— do 


....do 

— do 

. . . .  do 

3,434  52 
Int.at6p.c. 

...  do 

....do  ..... 
With  int.. 


2,675  25  lnt.at6p.c. 


1,880  001. ...do... 
72.630  00  With  int. 


30,000  O0,..do 

50, 650  23  Int.  at6p.  o 
2,M0  00j        2,866  40 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdic- 
tion,  March  14, 1882. 


Disallowed.  Oct  8. 1883. 


Disallowed,  Not.  2, 1883. 


Award,  $550  atSp.  c.  from  Apr.  1, 
1864 ;  made  Oct  13, 1883. 


Disallowed.  Oct  8, 1888. 


Award,  $1,000  at  5  p.  c.  fh>m  Apr. 

1, 1863 ;  made  Oct  30, 1883. 
Disallewed,  Oct  26, 1882 


Award,  $870  at  5  p.  c.  from  Oct 
1, 1814 ;  made  Oct  23. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdio- 

diction.  Mar.  7.1882. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarisdic- 

tion.Jnly6.1881. 


Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884. 


Disallowed,  Nov.  16. 1883 
Withdrawn,  Oct  21. 1882 


6.674  64 


Dismissed  for  wsnt  of  Jnrisdic- 
diction.  Mar.  10. 1882. 


DisaUowed,  Mar.  11,  )884 
Disallowed.  Jan.  6, 1884 . . 


Disallowed.  Nov.  2, 1883. . 
Disallowed,  Oct  23, 1883  . 
Disallowed,  Jane  14, 1888. 


Award,  $1,823.83  at  5  p.  c.  from 
Jan.  I,  '65 ;  made  Nov.  23,  '83. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jarisdic- 
tion.  Mar.  10, 1882. 

Award,  $125  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  m  ade  Dec  15, 1888. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarlsdio- 
tion,  Dec  18. 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. May  3, 1883. 

DisaUowed.  Oct  23, 1883. 


do 


Disallowed,  Jane  26, 1883 


Award,  $100  at  5  p.  ct  from  Jnly 
I      15,1864;  made  June  26, 1883. 

[  Dismissed  for  want  of  J  arisdic* 

tion,  June  17, 1882. 
5, 806  40  Dismissed  for  want  of  Jorisdio- 
I      Uon,  May  3. 1883. 


Amoant  allowed. 


Principal. 


Interest. 


Total. 


$550  00 


1,000  00 


370  00 


$560  00 


1, 050  00 


360  73 


1,828  33 


126  00 


100  00 


$1, 100  OO 


2,050  OO 


730  73 


1,754  65 


125  00 


08  67 


3,577  98 


250  OO 


198  57 
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Va 


120 


VA 


m 


120 


m 

t82 
883 
834 
885 
88« 
837 


839 

840 

841 
842 
848 
844 

845 

U9 

847 
848 

849 
860 
851 
852 
868 
854 


Name  of  olaimant 


Jean  B.  Mellini 

Ferdinand  Venissat . 

Aurelia  Gauthier 

Pierre  Koagn^ 

Alexis  F.  Bareyre  .. 

Jean  B.  Dnohein 

Josephine      Billiard, 

widow  and  tutrix. 
Gabriel  Lafarque 

Jean  Berdou  

Wid.  Fran9oi8  L.  Vial 

Jean  J.  M.  Pepin 

Ambroise  Rongean.. 

Jnlea  Osoar  Plat 

Reqiy  Jardel 

Pierre  Maille 

Pierre  Francioni 

Michel  Yidailhet 

Andrie  F.  Briengue  . 

Claudius  Maurin 

Etienne  Derbeo 

Francois  X.  Menetre. 

Bertrand  Labardens. 

Simon  Block 

L.  J.  B.  Delokzal,  ad- 
ministrator. 
Ren6  Marie  J.  Valine 

Charles   Claude  Ber- 
trand. 

Philippe  Bonron 

Nicolas  Dronet 

Louise  Courouleau, 

administratrix. 
Louis  Paj'Bse 

Laurent  Duchen  i 

Victor  RoQssean 

Theophile  Francois.. 

Lonin  and  Marie  Cas- 

telain. 
Joseph    Coniibe  and 

Joseph  he  Blanc. 


Character  ot  claim. 


A  rose  when. 


Aroae  where. 


Cotton,  &c.,  destroyed  by  Capt. 

Johnson. 
Horses,    cattle,  &^c.,    taken    by 

Capt.  Williamson. 
Sugar,  molasses,  &c.,  taken  by 

Uen.  Bnnks. 
Hay,  cattle.  &.c.,  taken  by  Col. 

St^rphen  Thomns. 
Cotton,    Sec ,    taken     by    Gen. 

Banks. 
Lumber  taken  by  Gen.  Bankb.   . . 

Contents  of  cofTee-hoase  taken 
by  troops  of  Gen.  Banks. 

Contents  of  tailoring:  establish- 
ment taken  and  person  mal- 
treated by  troops  of  Gen. 
Banks. 

Horses  taken  by  Miy.  Cutler  and 
Corporal  Cnnan. 

« 

Horses,  cattle,  Stc,  taken  by  U. 
S.  troops. 

Contents  of  Jewelry  store  taken 
by  Admiral  Porter. 

Houses,  &c.,  destroyed  by  U.  S. 
naval  forces. 

Horses,  carts,  &c.,  taken  by  U. 
S.  troops. 

Bnildings  burned  by  Maj.  Dow- 
ling. 

Horses,  cows,  and  hogs  taken  by 
Gen.  Banks. 

Schooner,  cotton.  Sec,  taken  by 
gunboat  "Quaker City." 

Com,  indigo,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Contents  of  hot^'l,  drinking- sa- 
loon. &c.,  taken  by  Col. 
Sayles. 

Sugar    and  molasses    taken  by 

fun  boats  "Switzerland,"  "Al- 
atross."  and  *'  Hartford  "     

Damsge  to  newspaper  establish- 
ment by  Gen.  McDowell. 

Occupation  of  his  place  of  busi- 
ness by  U.  S.  military  authori- 
ties. 

Cattle  taken  and  imprisonment 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Injuries  to  person  by  Col.  Harris 

Merchandise  taken  by  U.  S.  mili- 
tary authorities. 
Personal    property,   &c ,    t«ken 

by  Capt.  Steele',   12th  Illinois 

Cavalry. 
House,  personal   property,  and 

merchandise  destroyed  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Merchandise,  guns^  &.C.,  taken  by 

U.  S.  soldiers. 
Yacht ''  Juliana "  taken by^  Rear- 

Admiral  Kenshaw. 
Horses,  <jow.,  &c.,  taken  by  U.  S. 

authiirities. 
Horses,  nniles,  and  cows  taken  by 

Gen.  Banks. 
Horses,  ^c,  taken,  and  impris- 
onment by  Gen.  Butler. 
Horse,  wngoD,  merchandise,  &c., 

taken  by  Gen.  Bank  p. 
Horse,  raercliaiidise,   &c.,  taken 

by  Gen.  finnkrt. 
Loss  of  gold.  l»nd,  and  personal 

injuries  cHsed  by  U.  S.  soldiers. 
Houses,  stables,  &c.,  destroyed  by 

Gen.  Phelps. 


Aug..  1864. . . 
Aug.,  1862... 
Apr.,  1863... 
Nov.  5,  1862. 
Apr.,  1864... 
Deo.  7,  1863.- 
Ang.,  1861... 
Nov.,  1865 . . . 


Pierrepon  t.  La 

Labadieville,  La 

St  Martinsville,  La . . 

Algiers,  La 

Grand  Ecore,  La , 

Baton  Rouge,  La , 

do 

do 


I 


July  1,  1864,  < 
and  Nov.  \ 
12.  1862.       i 

Aug.  29,1862  I 

Aug.  24,1862.' 

Aug.  9,  1862. 

Apr.,  1863...! 

Aug.  9,1863..' 

Apr.,  1863... 

Mar.  14. 1865. 

Apr.,  1863... 

About  Jan. 
28, 1863. 

Apr.  23, 1863, 

and     May 

16, 1863. 
Apr.  15, 1865, 

to  May  4, 

1865. 


Thibo<leaux,  La. 


St  Charles  Pariah,  La. 

Bayou  Sara,  La 

Donaldson ville.  La  . . . 

La  Fayette,  La 

Donaldson  ville.  La — 

Near  New  Iberia^  La  . 

On  Texas  coast,  near 

Rio  Grande. 
Near  Young8villa,La. 

Bayou  Gonla,La 


Dec.  11, 1864  . 

Sept  20, 1864 

July.  1862,  to 
July,  1864. 
Sept  8,1864.. 

Apr.  28. 1864. 

May  16, 1862. 

Nov.  12. 1862. 

Sept  &Oct., 

1862. 
Mar.  1863... 

Aug.  21, 1862. 

May,  1863... 

Apr.  20, 1864. 
1862 


Bayou  Sara  and  Wa- 
terloo, La, 

San  Fraaciaoo,Cal.... 


Kennerville,  La. 


Paaoagoala       Blver; 

Miss. 
Braahear  City,  La. .. .. 


Jefferson  Pariah,  La .. 
Iberville  Pariah,  La. .. 


Clontierville,  La 


New  Orleans.  La 

Near  Galveston.  Tex. 

Greenville,  La 

Gentilly.La 

Carrollton.La 

Plaquemine,  La 

Cairo.  lU 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La 
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im  Umiied  5/atet— Continued. 


Amoant  claimed. 


Interest. 


Total. 


•U,«»00     $13,550  00     127.100  00 
10, 870  00       12, 174  40       23, 044  40 
^  875  OOj        0. 630  00       13, 005  00 

i^fWO  OOlntatOp  o. 

41,  100  00       32, 300  00!      73, 400  00 


00 
1.900  00 
11,158  50 


502  00         1. 142  00 

1, 710  00'        3, 210  00 

10. 681  60       21,  840  10 


800  OOJIntatOp.  e. 


t,413  56liitat6p.c 


meiK 


«,m75 
500  oa| 

1.W0  00 
1,000  00 
<>785  00 
740  00 
1.984  00 

M.  000  00 

i 

1.740  00 


do 
do 


■ .  do  . . . 
•  .do  .. 
..  do  ... 
..  do  ... 
'  • '  .do  . . . 
Withint 
■  • .  -do  . . . 


875  00 


1,M2  O0..do 

•87  00. -do 

t.«88  0o'  .do 

t.080  00-  do 

t.000  00*.  do 

SOO  00  375  00 

1 

8, 815  00.        6. 633  75       15. 478  75 
1,843  00  Int.  at  5  p.  c.  I 

8.  on  50;       6.  557  OO'      14, 634  60 

I 

8,280  00        8,502  00:       17,872  00 

i 

I 
80,000  00 

650  00 


How  disposed  of. 


DlRinissal  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. May  3,  188:). 
do.... 


Disallowed.  Oct.  13, 1883. 


Award.  $600  at  5p.  ct.  from  Nov. 

5,1862:  made  «J  an.  3, 1883. 
Disallowe<l,  Oct  13, 1883 


Dinmisfled  for  want  of  Jiirisdic* 

lion.  Feb.  21, 1882. 
do 


Disallowed,  Oct.  13. 1883. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Dec.  18, 1882. 

Award,  $1,000 at 5  p.  o.  from  Apr. 

1, 1863 ;  made  Nov.  23, 1883. 
Disallowed.  Nov.  2, 1883 


do 


Amoant  allowed. 


Prinoipal. 


$600  00 


Interest. 


$642  08 


ToUL 


81.242  08 


1,000  00 


Disallowed,  Dec  15, 1883 
DifsUo^ed.  Nov.  2, 1883 . 


Award,  $30U  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Mar.  15. 1883. 

DisroisMed  for  w«nt  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  14, 1882. 

Award,  $400 at  5  p.  ct.  from  May 
1. 1863 :  made  Feb.  20. 1883. 

Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 
1. 1865;  made  Nov.  16, 1883. 


300  00 


400  00 
300  00 


Disallowed.  Jnnn  4, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Mar.  15, 1883 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Dec.  15, 1881. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, May  8, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Dec.  18, 1882. 

Award,  $200  at  5  p.  cl  from  Jan. 
18, 1865;  made  Nov.  11, 1882. 

Award,  $4,800  at  5  p.  ct.  from 

June  I,  1864;   made  Dec.  22. 

188.1. 
Award.  $500.  at 5 p.  ct.  from  Apr. 

1, 1863:  made  Feb.  4, 1H84. 
Award.  $^0,  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 

1, 1863  :  made  Nov.  2.  1883. 
Award.  $400,  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 

1,1864:  madM  Nov.  10,1883. 
DiHniissed  for  want  of  prosucn. 

tlnn,  June4. 1883. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  13, 1883 


Dinmisfied  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4, 1883. 

Award,  $240,  at  5 p.  ct..  from  June 
1, 1H6:J :  ninde  .Jan.  26,  1884. 

Disallowed,  Oct.  8,  1883 

DismiHRefl  for  want  of  jurisdic 
tiou,  May  3,1883. 


200  00 

4,800  00 

500  00 
200  00 
400  00 


1,050  00 


300  00 


418  86 
285  00 


2,060  08 


600  08 


818  81 
585  00 


102  00 

4. 750  89 

525  00 
210  00 
400  00 


240  00 


249  98 


892  08 

9,559  88 

1,025  08 
410  08 
800  08 


480  98 


■V 
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No. 

855 
856 


Name  of  claimant. 


Emile  Lambert 
Antonia  Bares. 


Character  of  claim. 


357     Jales  Lasaerre. 


858     Bertrand  Bares 

359     Arthur  Levy,  tutor. 
860     Charles  Bombonnel. 


361 

362 
863 

864 

365 

866 

367 

868 

869 

870 

871 

872 

373 
374 

875 

876 

877 

378 

379 

880 
881 
882 
888 
384 
385 
386 
887 
388 
388 
390 
891 
392 


Irma  Dnpont 


Jules  Chiquet 

Charles  Ferrant,  ad- 
ministrator. 
Kauftnau  Kling 


BazUe  Laplace. 


Virginia  Carlin 

Mrs.  Jean  Aurianne.. 

Pierre  Oarrot 

Henry  Rnty 

Pierre  Pregaldin 

Samuel  Schmulen 

Emile  Gaschet  de  I'lsle 


Hippolite  Piquet 

Charles  Yiaf,  admin- 
istrator. 
Jean  Billon 


Pierre  Lajausse  . . 
Joseph  Casaubon. 
Lehman  Meyer . . . 
Lehman  Heyer . . . 


Heirs  of  Joseph  Ora- 

siani. 
Bdgar  P.  Helluin 


Gaston  C.  Bordis 

Louis  David 

Marie  Yisier,  widow.. 

Marie  Celeste  Gossin, 
widow. 

John  J.  O'Connor,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Fran9oi8  Reypin 

Louis  Cayer 

Pierre  Cerf 

Joseph  Ferry. 

Francis  Aurignao 

Adeline  Blanchin 


Horses,  cows,  &c.,  taken  by  Geo. 

Banks. 
Cotton,  com,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Horaes,  hay,  com,  Sec,  taken  by 

Gen.  E.  K.  tS.  Canbj. 
Horses,  c^ws,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

N.  P.  Banks. 
Horses,  cattl«',  JLc,  taken  by  Capt. 

Hopkins. 
Use  of  and  damage  to  property  by 

U.  S.  troops. 

Rum,  com,  &c.,  taken  by  Wilson's 

Zouaves. 
Imprisonment  by  Col.  Stafford... 
Shells.  timb«^r,  taken  by  Gens. 

Butler  aud  Banks. 
Horses,  mules,  &c.,  taken  bv  Gen. 

Weitzel. 
Cotton   sold  schooner  taken  by 

U.  S.  troops  and  sold  by  order 

of  prize  court. 
HouHe  and  contents  destroyed  by 

U.  S  authorities. 
Houses.  Sec,  taken  and  occupied 

by  Gen.  B.  F.  Butler. 
Cotton,  &c.,  taken  by  Amiral  Por- 
ter. 
Horse,  cotton,  See,  taken  by  U.  S. 

authorities. 
Barges  taken  and  used  by  Capt. 

A.  Abrams. 
Horse,  cows,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
House  taken  possession  o  f  b  y 

Gens.  Butler  and  Banks. 
Cotton,  Sec,  taken  by  Gren  Can  by . 
Damages  to  house  and  land  by 

Gen.  N.  P.  Banks. 
Horses,  cattle,  &.C.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Weitael. 
Schooner  burned  by  17.  S.  steamer 

••New  London." 
Vegetables,  Sec.,  taken  by  U.  S. 

authorities 
Cattle  taken  by  Gen.  Cameron — 

Sugar  and  molasses  taken,  and 

arrest  and   imprisonment    by 

Capt  Fuller. 
Groceries,      merchandise,      Sec, 

taken  bv  Gen.  Cameron. 
Horse,  cows,  Sec,  taken  by  Ma^. 

Davis  and  Col.  Saylos. 
House,  furniture,  &c.,  taken  'and 

destroyed  by  Gen.  Cameron. 
Horses,  boat,  Sec,  taken  by  CoL 

Williamson. 
Horses,  com.  Sec,  taken  by  Col. 

Williamson. 
Molasses,  rum.  Sec,  taken  by  Col. 

Thomas  and  Gen.  Weitzel. 
House  and  clothing  taken  and 

destroyed  by  Gen.  Banks. 
House,  merchMudise,  Sec,  taken 

by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Merchandise     taken     by    Gen. 

Banks. 
Merchandise  taken  by  Col.  Rob- 
ertson and  Gen.  Banks. 
Horses,  cows,  Sec,  taken  by  U. 

S.  authorities. 
Horses,  poultry,  Sec,  taken    by 

Geo.  Quinbly. 
Cotton.  Sec,  taken  by  Lieut.  L. 

Conlln. 


Arose  when. 


May  16, 1864 
May,  1864... 
Apr.,  1865. .. 
Mar.,  1865... 


Aug.23, 1862. 


May  2, 1862.. 

Aug.  7, 1802. 
May,  1862. . . 


Aroee  where. 


Mansura,  La 

St  Charles  Pariah,  La 
Jefferson  Pariah,  La ., 

do 

Morgansa,  La 

Carrollton,  La 


College  Point,  La 


New  Orleana,  I«a , 
do 


Nov.  2,  1862.    LaFourche,  Pariah,  La 
May,  11, 1862.1  Fort  Livingston,  La. . 


June  20, 1863 

June,  1862... 

Mar.  17, 1864 

Mar.  18, 1864 

Aug.  1. 1864 

Nov.  6, 1868. 

Junel,  1862. 

May  25. 1865. 
Deo.  22, 1864 

Oct  17.1862. 

Aug.  14, 1862. 

Deo.  1.1868.. 

Juneao,  1868. 

Nov.  16, 1862. 

Aug.,  1868... 

Oct.,  1863 

Aug.,  1863... 

Aug.,  1862... 

Oct,  1862.... 

Oct,  1862 

Dec,  1863... 

Aug.,  1863... 

May  17, 1864. 

Oct  6  &  Nov. 

8,1863. 
May  15, 1864. 

Oct  1,1862.. 

Mar.  4, 1863.. 


Morgan  City,  La. 
New  Orleans,  I«a. 
Marksville,  L». . . 
Cloutierville,  La . 

St  Louis,  Mo 

CAte  Gel6e,La... 
New  fh-leans.  La. 


Mobile,  Ala 

St  John  Baptist  Par- 
ish, La. 
Donaldaonville,  La 

Bayou  St  John's,  La.. 

Orleana  Parish.  La ... . 

Thibodeaox,  La 

do 


Assumption     Pariah, 

La. 
Napoleonville,  La 


Thibodeanx,  La. 


Assumption    Pariah, 

La. 
Napoleonville,  La 


Bay  on  LaFonrohe»  La. 

Baton  Rou^,  La 

Corinth,  Miaa 

Manaora,  La , 

St  Mary's  Pariah,  L» 

MarkaviUe,  K* 

Memphis,  Tenn 

St  Landry,  La 
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ike  UniUd  Statea—Contmned. 


Amount  claimed. 


Principa]. 


Interest. 


$2,975  00 

8»70O  00 

725  00 

5.490  00 

13,345  00 
5,047  00 

0,983  00 

10,560  00 
7,250  00 

7.875  00 

13.162  50 

10,060  00 
6,500  00 
1,350  00 

36.200  00 
4,300  00 

21,150  00 

19.611  50 

20,750  00 
10,000  00 

3,280  50 

5,042  00 

1,250  00 

5,280  00 

15,737  50 

21.231  00 

11, 103  75 

3,850  00 

3,125  00 

1,800  00 

44,302  00 

2,197  00 

2,075  00 

10.796  30 

6^031  70 

2,669  50 

3.455  50 

21,465  00 


With  int.. 

do 

do 

do 

Int.  at  6  p.  c 
....do 


.do 

.do 
.do 

..do 

.do 


do 

I 

do 

do 

! do 

:    94, 744  50 
26,410  00 

Ini  atSp.c 


I 


With  int 


Int.  at  6  p.c 

do 

5,638  00 
|Int.M6p.c. 
6,178  60 
18,885  50 

22.600  35 
With  int.. 
Iniat6p.c. 
3,515  00 
2,003  55 
40, 175  22 
2,677  80 
Intat6p.c. 

....do 

....do 

do 

....do 

....do 


Total. 


How  disposed  of. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu* 
tion,  Jane  4, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, May  3. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jnly  11, 1881. 

do 


Disallowed,  Nov.  0, 1883. 


Award,  $3,196.50,  at 5 p.  ct.,  from 
Sept.  1,  1865;  made  June  4, 
1883. 

Disallowed,  Nov.  23, 1883 


$3,196  50 


Disallowed.  Oct.  13, 1883 
Disallowed,  Jan.  4, 1884  . 


J  Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdio- 
,      tlon,  July  11, 1881. 
:  Case  withdrawn  by  the  agent 
of  the  French  Republic,  May 
28,1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. May  3, 1883. 
Award,  $300,  at  5  p.  ct.,  from  July 

1, 1862  ;  made  Jan.  5,  1884. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Dec.  1.*),  1881. 
Disallowed,  Feb.  4,  1884 


$9,044  50 
47, 560  00 


10,680  00 


11, 458  60 
44.623  00 

43, 821  35 


6.640  00 

3,803  55 

93.477  22 

4,874  30 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, May  3,  1883. 
Award,  $'i00,  in.  5  p.  ct..  from 
Nov.  6, 1863  ;  made  Jan.  10,1884. 
Award,  $3,500,  at  5  p.  ct.,  ft'om 
Jan.  1, 1865 ;  made  Nov.  9, 1883. 

Disallowed,  June  26, 1883 

Disallowed,  Dec.  22, 1883 


Award,  $275,  at  5  p.  c.  from  Nov. 

1, 1863 :  made  Oct  13, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  13, 1888 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  11,  1881. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  12,  1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, July  11, 1881. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 

'  tion,  May  3,  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4,  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jorisdio- 
tion,  Feb.  10,  1882. 

Disallowed,  June  4,  1883 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal  Interest 


$2,969  68 


800  00 


200  00 
3, 500  00 


275  00 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Feb.  10, 1882. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  13. 1883 


do 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4. 1883. 
Disallowed,  Dec.  22, 1883 


Award,  $150,  at  5  p.c.  from  April 

24. 1864 :  made  Jan.  5, 1884. 
Disallowed.  Nov.  23, 1883 


Award,  $570,  at  5  p.  o.  from  July 
1,1863;  made  Dec.  22, 1883. 

Award,  $1,910.44,  at  5  p.  c.  from 
April  1,  1864 ;  made  Oct.  30, 
1883. 


150  00 


570  00 
1, 910  44 


Total. 


$6, 166  18 


326  26 


626  26 


204  00         404  00 
3, 368  16     6, 868  16 


280  68 


555  68 


149  52 


501  40 
1,910  44 


299  62 


1, 161  40 
3, 820  88 
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Exhibit  B. — CUimi  ai§9k 


Vo. 


•96 


197 

888 


400 
401 
402 
403 
404 
405 
406 

407 

408 

4ro 

410 

411 
413 
418 

414 

415 
416 
417 
418 
410 
420 

421 

422 

423 

424 

425 

426 

427 

428 
420 

480 


Name  of  olaimant. 


/ 


Paal  Blanchard 

Arthur  Vallon 

William  Betbese    

Jean  Delaaand  Guil- 
laume  Coignet. 

Mrs.    Pierre    Stonff, 

widow. 
Pierre  Lajonsae  

Phillippe   Poete,    ad- 
ministrator. 
Romaln  Buissiere 

Jales  Pain  de  Bonne- 
mar,  adm'r. 
Jean  Marie  Bares 

Francois  Sahno 

Medard  Knots 

Theophile  Laronx  — 

Yves  Frederic  Cos- 
Uon. 

Jean  Isidore  Monsor-  S 
rat.  ^ 

Jean  Jacques 

Mrs.  Tves  Le  Bourhis, 

adm'x. 
Bmile    Victor   Audi- 

bert. 

Francois  Lieuz,  adm*r. 

Mrs.  Widow  Anne  J. 
Mayot,  adm'x. 

Mrs.  Widow  Con- 
stance L.  Schweok- 
ard. 

Honor6  Labasse 

Peter  M.  Nicrosi 

Solomon  Meyer 

Stephani6  Trone 

Jacqnes  Foncade,ex'r 

Widow  Ovid  Decuir. . . 

Theodore  E.  Brierrc 
and  Angele  Brierre. 

Wido  w  Marie  F.GuU- 

beaux. 
Derciiit  F.  Philippe, 

adm'r. 
J.  B.  Eli  Montague. . . . 

Angelo  Socola,  adm'r. . 

Stanislas  Adam  Des- 

Widow  Emiiie  Dur- 
roux,  adm'x. 

Widow  Alexandre 
Cardaillac,  adm'x. 

Damien  Ducheiu 

Marie  Irraa  Bonne- 
ville, adm'x. 

Jean  Claude  Thieband. 


Character  xit  claim. 


Horses,  mules,  &c..  taken  by  Lieut. 

Deen  and  Gren.  Franklin. 

Cotton  taken  by  Capt.  Lappin 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Canuy 

Sugar,  &<>.,  taken  by  U.  8.  au- 

tnorlties. 


Cattle,  horses,  &.C.,  taken  by  U.  S. 

authorities. 
Horses  and  cattle  taken  by  U.  S. 

authorities. 
Cotton,  horses,   i&ti.,   taken    by 

Gen.  Banks. 
Lumber,  merchandise,  &.C.,  taken 

by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Sugar,   merchandise,  &c.,  taken 

by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Horses,    bread,    &c.,    taken    by 

Gen.  Banks. 
Horses,  cows,  &.C..  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
Groceries,  liquors,  &.C.,  taken  by 

Gen.  Canby. 
Rent  of  stable,  &c.,  by  Gen.  But- 
ler. 
Lumber,  fences,   &c.,  destroyed 

by  Gen.  Canby. 
Horses,  &,c.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 
Library,  furniture,  destroyed  by 

U.  S.  N.  forces. 
Hay,  veireUibles,  &c.,  taAren  by 

Gen.  Smith. 
Com.  wood,  horses,  cows,  taken 

by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Damages  to    business   property 

connscat<ed  by  U.  8  authorities, 

indemnity  for  mental  suffering. 
Mules,  cattle,  &o.,  taken  by  U.  S. 

authorities. 
Occn|)ation  of  mill,  loss  of  cable, 

chains,  &c..  by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Shawls,  merchandise.  &c.,  taken 

by  Lieut.  Steele. 

Arrest  and  Imprisonment  by  Col. 
Robinson. 

Cotton  taken  and  destroyed  by 
Gen.  J.  H.  Wilson. 

Horses,  mules,  sugar,  dec,  taken 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Destruction  uf  house,  furniture, 
&c.,  bj'  Gen.  Weitzel. 

Sugar,  horses,  cattle,  &c.,  taken 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Cotton,  cattle,  dec,  taken  by  M%j. 
Lewis. 

Assault,    arrest,    and   imprison- 
ment by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Leather,  merchandise,  &.C.,  taken 

by  Capt.  S.  T.  Reed. 
Hrtrses.  mules,  &c.,  taken  by  U. 

S.  authorities. 
Cott<m,  sugar,  horses,  &c.,  taken 

by  U.  S.  authorities. 
Cotton  taken  by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Horses,  &c  ,  taken  by  CaptCor- 

lentand  Lieut.  Porkins. 
Cattle.  &c.,  taken  by  Capt^  Barrett. 

Cattle,  &c.,  taken  by  Gcn.-Weitzel. 

Horse  taken  by  U.  S.  authorities.. 
House  taken  possession  of  and 

dest roved  by  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks. 
Vegetables.  &c..  taken  by  Capt. 

Charles  B.  Child. 


Arose  when. 


May,  1S63.  .. 

May  11, 1865. 

April  15, 1865. 

Deo.  3, 1862.. 


April  15  to 
Dec.  10, 1863. 
April  6. 1863 

April,,  1864  .. 

Oct.,     Deo., 

1862. 
1863 


May,  1663  .. 

May,  1864... 

Apr.,  1865... 

May,  1862... 

Apr.  15, 1855 

Apr.  16. 1863) 
Nov.   2,1865V 

July  15. 1863. 

Jan.,  1862  to 

Sept,  1863 

Nov.  25, 1864. 


May  27, 1864. 

Jan..  1862,  to 

Sept..  1863 

Mar,  1865... 


Jan.  31, 1865 

Apr.,  1865... 

1802 

Dec,  1862... 


June    and 

Nov.,  1863 

May,  1863... 

Apr.  27.1862. 

and  Sept.  15, 

1863. 
May  15,1802. 

1863,'64,'65.. 

Apr.  15, 1863, 

to  Jan.  1864 

Dec,  1862... 

Nov.  11, 1862. 

Sept..  1863. . 

Apr.,  1863... 

Oct  21,1862. 
Dec  22, 1864. 

Oct  22,1862. 


Arose  when. 


Point  Barre,  La. 

Mobile,  Al* 

do 

Tbibodeaux,  Im. 


St  Mary's  Parish,! 

Camp  Parapoi,  L* . 

Natchitochea  Farlal 

La. 
Bonnett  Carre,  L* . 


Point  Conpee 

La. 
New  Orleans,  La... 

Kennerville,  La 

Minelbarg,  La 

New  Orleans,  L*... 

Minelbarg,  La 

St  Mary's  Pariah,  ] 
St  Bernard  Pariah,  ] 
St  Jamea  Pariah,  \a 
New  Orleans,  La... 


Waterloo,  \m... 
Plaquemine,  La 
Thibodeaax.La. 


New  Orleans,  La...- 

Montgomery,  Ala. . 
La  Foarohe  Parish,! 

Thibodeaax,  L* 

St  Martin's  Pariah,] 
Iberia  Parish,!*.' 
New  Orleans.  L*. 


do 

Point  Coup^  La 
New  Iberia,  La . . 
Bayou  Sara,  La . . 


Assumption 

La. 
Tbibodeaux,  L*  .- 


Brashear  City, 


New  Orleans,  L». 
St.  John  Baptis4 

ish.  La. 
Jeffersonville  Pai 

La. 
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ttf  Urited  Statet — Continued. 


Amount  claimed. 


PllMi]»lI 


Interest 


12,440  80 


tl,2W00 

1^925  00 
11,000  00 
1^687  00  ;lDt.at6p.a 


With  int 
do 


1^813  50 
i^ClOO 

Hn8» 

^777  80 

i,iaooo 

1.238  OO 
4700  00 
1,510  00 
1,421  75 

ilog«oo 

1,118  00 

•.SS5  00 

M,  000  72 

1,082  00 

8,718  50 

18.817  60 

M,  SOS  00 

n.444  00 
81,730  00 
4,8B4  00 
82.040  00 
11,949  00 
19,200  00 


Total. 


$4,700  SO 


....do  ..... 

....do 

— do 

— do 

2,795  70 
With  int.. 

...do    

— do  .... 

...do 

— do 


— do . . 

— do 

Int.at6p.c 
131. 840  80 

IntatOp.c. 
....do  . .... 
...do 


How  diapofied  of. 


6^523  30 


334.841  52 


.do 


54, 570  95 
Int.at6p.c 


DiflmiiMed  for  want  of  jarisdic- 
tion,  Jan.  19. 1884. 

DiaaUowed,  Jan.  27. 1883 

Disaliowed.  Dec.  15, 1883 

Award  for  Delas,  $66.06,  at  5  p.  c. 
from  Ft'b.  3,  1803;  claim  of 
Coifi;Det  disallowed;  rendered 
Jau.  19. 18i^. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Mar.  10. 1882. 

Dismissed  for  waut  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Nov.  16. 1883 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal. 


966  66 


Disallowed,  Jao.  10,  1884 


Award,  $100,  at  5p.c.  fk-om  April 
1, 1864 ;  made  Nov.  16, 1883. 

Award,  $150,  at  5  p.  o.  from  Jau. 
1, 18<H  ;  mnde  Dec.  26. 1882. 

Dismissed  for  wsnt  of  Jririndic- 
tion.  Nov.  6. 1882. 

Dismissed  for  wnnt  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, .Fan.  31,  ]BS2. 

Award.  $75  at  5  p.  ct.  from  A.ng. 
1, 1862:  made  Nov.  6, 1882. 

Award.  $280  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 
15,  1865 ;  made  May  12.  1882. 

Award,  $225 at  5  p.  ct  from  Jan. 
1. 1864 ;  made  Dec  6, 1882. 

Award.  $100  at  5  p.  ct  from  Aug. 
1.  1863 :  made  Dec.  6. 1882. 

Awanl,  $500  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Nov.  23.  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, May  15,  1882 


100  00 
150  00 


Disallowed,  Nov.  27,  1882. 

Disallowed,  Dec.  22. 1883. 

do 


112, 014  95 


With  int.. 
Int.atOp.c. 
—  .do  .. ... 


•.04150... 

1.273  70... 
H50500  .. 
H975  00... 

^090  00... 

Ml7  J;... 

1,390  00... 


500  00 
00 


..do 

..do 

...do 

..  do 

do 

.do 

do 

.do 

do 
do 


Award.  $800;  int.  at  5  p.  cton 
$500  from  Feb.  5,  1865 ;  made 
Dec.  1,  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Feb.  23,  1884. 

Dismissed  for  waut  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  31.  1882. 

Disalluwed,  Nov.  20, 1882 , 


Award,$l,500at5p.ct  from  Jan. 
1,  1864:  made  Jan.  26.  1884. 

Dismissed  fur  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. May  3.  1883. 

Award.  $200  at  5  p.  ct  from  July 
16,  1864 :  made  Nov.  23,  18d3. 

Award.  $904  at  5p.  ct  from  June 
1,  1862:  made  Jan  19,  1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Dec  18,  1882. 

DismisHed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10,  1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdio- 
tion,  l>ec.  18,  1882. 

Award.  $400  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
I,  1863:  made  Jan.  5.1884. 

Award,$237.68at.'>p.ct.  from  Jan. 
1,  1864;  made  Jan.  10. 1884. 

DisniisAed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10,  1882. 

Disallowed,  Nov.  20, 1882 

Disallowed,  Dec.  22, 1883 


*'**00j....do !  DisaUo^^ed,  Oct8,1883 


\ 


75  00 
280  00 

225  00 
100  00 
500  00 


Interest 


$70  51 


100  00 

151  84 


81  24 
265  46 

227  77 
103  83 
500  00 


800  00 


1.500  00 


200  00 


904  00 


400  00 
237  68 


478  77 


1, 518  49 


TotaL 


$137  IT 


200  09 
301  84 


156  M 
545  a 

452  7T 

203  at 

1,000  09 


1.278  77 


3, 018  4» 


197  10 


086  84 


420  00 
240  61 


397  19 


1,890  84 


820  pt 

478  99 


V \ 
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Exhibit  B. — Claimt  againtt 


No. 


431 

482 
433 
434 

435 

436 
437 

438 

439 

440 
441 

442 

443 

444 

445 

446 

447 
448 
449 

450 

451 

452 
453 

454 

455 

456 

467 


458 


459 
460 
461 
462 

463 
46^ 

465 

466 

467 

468 


Name  ot  claimant. 


Thomas  C.  Payan. 


Alphonse  Qneyroi  and 
Marianne  Qneyroi. 

Alphonse  Coutin,  ad- 
ministrator. 

Pierre  Bevin 


Character  of  claim. 


Arose  when. 


Arose  where. 


Jnles  J.  Revillon,  ad- 
ministrator. 
Jean  Baptiste  PifTet . . 
Joseph  Albert  Stonse. 

David  Kahnagel 

Francois  Grand 


Fran9ois  Grand 

Desii'^     and    Coralie 

Guiberteau. 
Mary  Marechal,wid'w. 

Ulysse  Bm,  tutor 

Marie  Lacase 

Ad61e  Ribanldt 

Jules  J.  Dn  Bernard  . . 

Pascal  SerTat,adm'r.. 

Pascal  Servat 

Marie  M.  Berth  ler,  ad- 
ministratrix. 
Nicholas  Henri  Resch. 

L6on  and  Jnlia  H61oin . 

Beigamin  S.  Molina  . . . 
Edward  Seichepine  . . . 

Jean  L^n  liaoroix  — 

Widow  Charles  Rooh. 

EuK^no  Augnstin 
Boarcy. 

Hamonet  Sc  Seiche- 
pine. 


Sazerac  de  Forge 


Cotton  taken  by  IT.  S.  TrMsnry 
agent,  T.  J.  Conatt3\ 

House,  furniture,  destroyed  by  U. 
S.  authorities. 

Horse,  house,  &c.,  taken  and  de- 
Ktroyed  by  Gen.  Smith. 

Lumber,  coal.  Sec,  taken,  and 
houses  occupied  by  U.  S.  au- 
thorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  Lieut  J.  B.  Brom- 
ley. 

Bricks  taken  by  Gen.  Butler 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  J.  F.  Herron . 

House  destroyed  and  goods  taken 
by  Gen.  N.'P.  Banks. 

Timber,  mt^rchandise,  &c.,  taken 
by  Gfin.  Williams. 

Cotton  taken  by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Horses,  cattle,  dec,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Cotton  destroyed  by  U.  S.  troops 
under  Gen.  *Canby. 

Merchandise  taken  by  Col.  J.  A. 
Heith. 

Turpentine  destroyed  by  U.  S.  au- 
thorities. 

Hats,  caps,  &.C.,  destroyed  by  Ad- 
miral Farragut. 

Tobacco,  &.G.,  taken  by  M%Jor  Gal- 
loway. 

Oxen  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Horses  taken  l>y  Gen.  Banks 

Potatoes,  poultry,  dec,  taken  by 
Gens'.  Puelps  and  Dudley. 

Liquors,  merchaudise,  Sec,  taken 
bv  Gen.  Buell. 

Melons,  tomatoes,  Sec,  taken  by 
U.  S.  troops. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Horses,  dec,  taken  by  Gen.  Dud- 
ley. 

Buildings,  Sec,  destroyed  by  Ad- 
miral Farraffu  t. 

Ii^uries,  Sec,  by  U.  S.  troops 


Sugar,  Sec,  taken  by  U.  S.  forces. . 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


F61ix  Leroux 

Bernard  Paul  A  bat 
Jean  Bemiard 


Marie  Louisa  Israel, 
adm'x.  and  Jos. 
Vienes. 

Marie  Louisa  Israel.. 

Mrs.  Nanette  Israel..' 

Louis  Charles  M6nard 
Theophile  Roche ' 

Damase  Koblenr 

j 

Rev.  Jean  M.  Beau-  \ 

Ilea.  I 


Brandy  taken  b}'  Dr.  McCormack, 
medical  director. 


Money  taken  by  U.  S.  troops 

Cotton  taken  by  Commander  Fos- 
ter, U.  S.  N. 
Sloop  taken  by  Mi^ .  Davis 

Hotel,  Sec,  taken  by  U.  S.  troops. 

Sugar  taken  by  U.  S.  troops 

Sugar,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen.  Ran- 
som. 
Money  taken  by  Col.  Hicks 

Merchandise  taken  by  Gen.  Sher 

man. 
Horses,  dec,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

HorsH,  &c.,  takne  by  G«n.  Banks. 


July  15, 1865 .   J efferson,  Texas 


Aug.  9, 1862  .   Donaldsonville,  La 

Apr.,  1864...    St  Bernard  Pariah,  La. 
Feb.  1, 1865 . .    Plaquemine,  La 


May  4, 1863.. 

Nov.  26, 1862. 
June,  1863. . . 

May,  1864   .. 

June,  1862  . . 

Nov.  3, 1864  . 
1863 


May  25, 1865. 

May  13, 1862. 

1863 

Aug.  9, 1862 . 

April,  1863 . . 

May  3, 1863  . 
April,  1863 . . 
Apr.  30, 1862 

Mar.  1,  1862 

Aug.  5, 1862 

Apr.  4,  1864. 
Mar.31, 1864. 

Aug.  9, 1862  . 

Dec  19. 1862 

1863  de  1864.. 

Apr.22.1864. 


Oct  30. 1862, 
Sec 


St  Landry  Parish.  La 

Jefferson  City,  La 

Yazoo  City,  Miaa 

Alexandria.  La 

Frenler,  La 


...do , 

Jeannette,  La 

Montgomery.  Ala 

Houma,  La 

....do 

Donaldson  vUle.  La 

St  Martin's    Pariah, 
La. 

Royville,La 

New  Orleans,  La 

Jefferson  Pariah,  La. . . 

Spring  Garden,  Ky 

Baton  Rouge.  La 


Red  River,  L* 

Natchitoches,  La 

Donaldsonville,  La  .. 

College  Point,  La.... 


St  Martin's    Pariah, 

La. 
Isle  Breville,  La 


New  Orleans 


1863-1665 Assumption     Pariah. 

La. 
May  15, 1862.   Bayou  Sara,  La 


Jaly,|1863... 
Nov.  15, 1862 

Mar.,  1863.. 
Mar.,  1864.. 

Jan.  12,1868 

July  6,  1864 

Apr.  15, 1863. 

Mar.  30, 1864 


Assumption   Parish, 

La. 
BrashearCity.La... 


Breauz  Bridge,  La.... 
Old  River,  La , 


Paduoah,  Ky 

Roswell,  Ga 

Bayou  Teche,  La. 
Cloutierville,  La. 
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ike  UmiUd  <9<alf0— Continued. 


JLj. 


▲mount  olai]n«d. 


PtineiiMa.   ;  Interest. 


«1S,540  00;  Iiitftt6p.O 


U.542  501. ...do 
5,580  00i....do 


1,320  00 


3,600  00 


10,000 
158,000 

.4,538 

0,018 

12.000 
2,250 

^7,500 

760 

8,845 

1>.044 

1,000 

1,200 

000 

30,441 

8  874 

1,121 

71,477 
13»535 

31.480 

tf^OOO 

10,721 

4,225 


.do 


$3,488  40 


O0Intat6p.o. 
O0i....do 


00 
80 

15 

00 


IntatSp.c. 


With  int. 


..do 

Ini  at  5  p.c. 


I 
00  With  int. . . 

00ilntat5p.o. 

05' With  int... 

00iTnt»t6p.c. 

00,      $1,080  00 


00,  With  int. 
00;. ...do... 
00    ...do... 


00<    $10,116  00 
00  With  int.. 


25. ...do 
50*. ...do 


00 
00 
45 
00 


Int.  at  6  p.o. 

....do 

do 

With  Int... 


38,113  00  Inl  at  5  P.O. 


7,060  00  16^730  00 
84,125  001 

1,500  00,  1,538  00 
18,125  23  Int.  at 6  P.O. 


5^000  00. ...do 
201,703  00'  ...do 


i;  800  00 
70,000  00 
28^865  00 


2,500  00 

50,000  00 

With  int.. 

250  00|....de 

H.  Bx.  235- 


Total. 


17,088  00 


How  disposed  of. 


Amount  allowed. 


Prinoipal.)  Interest 


Award.  $8,914,  at  5  p.  ct  fhmi 
Ang.  1,  1865;  made  Dec.  15, 
18^.  , 

Biaallowed,  Nov.  21, 1883 


Award,  $250,  at  5 j>.  ct.  from  Deo. 

1, 1864 ;  mude  Jan.  10. 1884. 
Award,  $250,  at  5  p.  ct  from  Feb. 

1, 1865 ;  made  Jan.  10, 1884. 


Disallowed,  Jan.  26, 1884 


do 


Dismissed  for  want  of  proseon- 

tion,  June  4, 1883. 
Award,  $180,  at  5p.  ct  from  Apr. 

1,1864;  made  Jtine  26, 1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarisdic* 

tion,  Dec.  6, 1882. 

do    

Disallowed,  Oct.  80, 1883 


Disallowed,  Dec.  22, 1883 
DisaDowed,  Feb.  4, 1884  . 


2,080  00 


Dismissea  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4, 1883. 
Disallowed  Oct  13, 1883 


do 

do 

do 


Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884 


18,080  00 


14,880  00 


3,038  00 


Award,  $500,  at  5  p.  ct  from  hxk%. 
20, 1866 :  made  Jan.  27. 1883. 

Award,  $55,  at  5  p.  ct.  f rem  Apr. 
1, 1H63 ;  made  Mar.  20, 1883. 

Disallowed,  June  4, 1883 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  8, 1883. 

Award,  $500,  At  5  p.  ct  friora  Apr. 
1, 1863 :  made  Nov.  2, 1883. 

.Award,  $300,  at  5  p.-ct  fh>m  Apr. 
1, 1863 ;  made  Nov.  23. 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10, 1882. 

Award,  $296,  at  5  p.  ct  frt>m  Apr. 
24, 1864 ;  made  Apr.  28, 1883,  to 
Hamonet.    Claim  of  Seiche- 
pine  dismissed  for  want  of  ju- 
risdiction, Apr.  28, 1883. 

Award,  $10,468.22 ;  int,  5  p.  ct 
on   $3,807.50  from    Oct  30, 
1862,  and  on  balanoe,$6, 600.72, 
from  Feb.  1 7, 1866 ;  made  Jan. , 
10, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecn 
tion,  Jane  4, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 


$8,014  00 


260  00 
250  00 


180  00 


Tot*L 


$3,662  89 


241  64 
239  62 


180  00 


4,800  00 
120,000  00 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnriadie- 

tion.  May  4, 1883. 
Award,  $200  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 

1,1864 ;  made  January  19, 1884. 


Disallowed  Jan.  19, 1884 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurladic- 

tian,  Mar.  10.  1882. 
DisaUowed,  Jan.  27,  1888 


'12 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, July  2, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurladic- 
tion.  Nov.  27, 1882. 

Awaro.  $205  at  5  p.  ct  firom  Apr. 
J,18M;  made  Juno  4,  1883. 


500  00 

i 

55  OO' 


440  34 

57  75 


$7,566  80 


491  64 
488  52 


860  00 


500  00 
300  00 


295  00 


10,468  22 


200  00 


526  00 
315  00 


940  34 
112  75 


1,025  00 
615  00 


294  07 


4,077  67 
6,088  89 


200  00 


205  i)0\       U5  ^\       iV^  ^ 


589  07 


^20, 579  78 


400  00 
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Exhibit  B. — Claim9  ogaiM 


'No.      Name  of  claimant. 


469 

470 
471 

472 

473 

474 

476 

476 

477 

476 

479 

480 

461 

462 

468 

.464 

466 
466 
467 

466 
469 
490 
491 
492 


498 
494 

496 


496 

49T 
498 

499 
500 
501 
502 
508 

504 

505 


Character  of  claim. 


Pierre  Lapassade. 


Widow  Joseph  Tricon 
'  Jacqnes  Bari-^rre 


Pierre  Marc^re . 
Joseph  Doasaan 


Arose  when. 


House,  Sec,  destroyed  by  Lieut. 

Alcott. 
Hogs,  &c.,  taken  by  Col.  Stafford 
Horses,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen.  Ba^  |  May,  1662... 

ler. 
Horses,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 


Feb.  15,1863. 
1802  and  1863 


Widow    Philom^ne 

Vemeuil. 
J.  L.  Ladmirault  . . . . . 


Jnles  Poirson,  adm'r 

Engenie  Glran'd 

Karc  Claverie . . : 


Francois  L.  and  Fred- 
erick Chanson. 
Honor6  Gneymard 

Mrs.  Marie  Boee  Dn- 

oros. 
Joseph  Gaigon 


Widow  Ronm6  de  St 

Laurent. 
Marie  £.  L.  Legay 

Jean  Baptlste  Baraty . 
P.  Cyrlle  Delacroix. .. 

Lonlsa  L.  W.  Duma- 
net  and  Clara  A.  Z. 
Domanet. 

David  Boos 


Andr6  C.  J.  Delofl^e.. 

Daniel  Haas,  executor. 

Catherine  M.  A  urieres, 

administratrix. 
Marie  Tardhivail  et  al . 

D.  A.  Chaffraix 

H^lene  Plante,  widow . 

Alfred  Fran9ois  Tour- 
nois. 

Jean  Bateau,  adm'r 


Julio^Pere  Bault. 
I  Jean  PerHliat — 


Honor6  Yerlaque. 
Mrs.  Adele  Bory.. 

Louis  Chan  vet 

Charles  B.  Block.. 
Arthemis  Drez  . . . 


Pierre  Mattel... 
J.  G.  Prosdame. 


506    M.l,.  Z.  Charbonnet.. 


House,  Sec,  taken  possession  of 

by  Gen.  Williams. 
Cotton  taken  by  special  agent  of 

IT.  S.,  Sec 
Horses  taken  by  Col.  Davis 


Cattle  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin. . . 

Gotten,  hordes,  cattle.  Sec,  taken 

by  Gen.  N.  P.  Banks. 
Hay,  oom,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 
House,  Sec,  destroyed  by  Gen. 

Dow. 
Sugar,  com.  Sec,  destroyed  by 

Admiral  Farragat. 
House,  furniture,  Sec,  destroyed 

by  Admiral  Farragut 
House,  furniture.  Sec,  destroyed 

by  Admiral  Furagut. 
Horse,  cow,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 

HorsM.  mules,  sugar,  &c.,  taken 

bv   Lieut.   Perkins  and    CoL 

Tnomaa. 
Cotton,  horses,  Slc,  taken  by  17. 

S.  anthoritiee. 
Horses,  cows,  skifb,  Sac,  taken  by 

IT.  S.  authorities. 
Hides,  horses,  Sec,  taken  by  (J.  S. 

authorities. 

Cotton,  Sec,  taken  by  Capt.  Jas. 

Doyle. 
House,  ftimiture,  Sec,  destroyed 

by  Gen.  Crookston. 
Property  taken  and  destroyed  by 

Gen.  Sohimmelphenning. 
Cotton  taken  b^  17.  S.  antnotities. 


May,  1863... 

July,  1862... 

Dec.,  1865... 

l^ov.18,1864. 

Nov.  7, 1863. 

Apr.  23, 1663. 

July  31,1863. 

1863-'64 

Aug.  9, 1862. 

do 

do 

Apr.,  1863... 

Aug.  29,  Sept 
8  and  9, 1862. 

1865 

Jan.  1,1665.. 

Jan.  31, 1862, 
to  Feb.  25, 
1865. 

May  1,1863.. 

Apr.  4, 1866 . 
May  16, 1886. 
Apr.,  1865... 
June  16,1862. 


Arose  where. 


La  Fourohe,  La. 


Seizure  and  detention  of  schooner 
by  Capt  Martin,  by  17.  S.  cus- 
toms officer. 

Cotton  taken  by  17.  S.  authorities. 

Horses,  rum,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 
Weitzel. 

Whisky,  merchsmdise,  &c.,  taken 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Sugar,  mules,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen.  '  Oct.  23, 1862. 
Weitzel. 

Houses  destroyed  by  Admiral 
Farragut. 

Swords,  guns,  Sec,  taken  by  U.  S. 
authoiities. 

Premises  occupied  and  furniture 
destroyed  bv  Provost-Marsbal 
Fish.  ■ 

Property  occupied  by  U.  S.  au- 
thorities. 

Warehouse,  Sec,  destroyed  by  U. 
S.  authorities. 

Cows,  Sec,  taken  by  U.  S.  troops. 


Merchandise,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Steele. 
Tax  assessed  by  Gen.  Butler 


Store,  dec,  taken  by  Gen.  Butler. 
Groceries,   Slc,  taken   by  Gen. 

Smith. 
Storehouse,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler. 


Apr.20, 1862 
Oct  29,  1862. 

Api.,  1862  . . 


Aug.  9,  1862. 
Aug.  16. 1862. 
Apr.  18, 1863. 


GentillyBoad,  La.. 
New  Orleans 

New  Lake  End,  Lai 

Baton  Bonge,  La 

r 

La  Fayette  Gount^ 

Ark. 
False  RiTer,  La 

New  Iberia,  La 

Jeannette,  La. .^ ... . 

St.  Bernard  Parish,  L 

Camp  Parapet, La.. 

Donaldson  ville,  La... 

...do 

...do 

St  Martin  vine,  La... 

St  Charles  Parish,  Ii^ 


Bayou  Black,  La 

Mississippi  River.... 
>  anvlHe,  Tenn 


St.  Landry  Paxiah,  I* 

Tuscaloosa,  La 

Charleston,  S.  C 

Alabama  Biver,  Ala  • 
New  Orleans,  La 


Satartia,  Miss 

La  Fonrobe    Parish, 

La. 
Iberville,  La 


Donaldsonville,  La.. 

New  Orleans,  La 

St  Mary's  Parish,  li 


May 30, 1864.1  GentiUy,  La. 


]• 


Aug.  10^  1862. 1  Baton  Bonge,  La... 
May  13, 1862  !  Kennerville^La.... 


July,  1863 . . . 
Aug.  11, 1862. 


Brandon,  Miss 
New  Orleans  . 


May  17, 1862. 1 do 

May  15-16, '64   Mansnn^La. 

May  and'  New  Orleans . 
Dec, 1862.  1 
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tie  United  ^tafe^— Continued. 


Amount  claimed. 


AmoQnta  allowed. 


How  disposed  of. 


Prindpal.  '  Interest    i      Total 


Principal.  Interest. 


$8,791  50  With  int. 


1,756  001... do 
870  M... .do 


530  00. ...do  .... 

WO  00;  ...do 

2S7,700  53lnt.at6p.c. 
I 
M0  00i....do 

3.7»2  92....do 

17,868  OoL.. do 

2,280  00;  With  int.. 

9,700  OoL... do 

2,191  00. ...do 

3,000  00  ...  do  .^... 

3,246  00. ...do 

425  00:intat6p.c. 
I 
.  «l,61143....do 


10,500  00    $10,080  00 

2,160  00        1.780  40 

17,147l5Int.at6p.c. 


10,510  70 
3,060  00; 
^612  00 

17,876  00 


21,851  56 

2,880  00 

6,876  32 

With  int . 


5*t78132....do 


».724  0O  ...do 

28,375  00  Int  at  6  p.  c. 

1,146  00 


.do 


33,480  00. 

I 

i,Meoo. 

3,100  00! 


.do 

•do 

3,716  50 


512  50lDtat6p.c. 

1.200  001  1.464  00 
10,325  65Intat6p.o. 
10.000  00. ...do 

2.000  00. ..do 


5iilooo:....do 

«.739  00i  ...do 
MO  00. ...do 


$20,580  00 
8,960  40 


Award,  $800  at  5  p.  ct  from 
Sept  1 ,  1864;  made  Mar.  1, 1884. 

Disallowed,  Oct.  26, 18«2 

Award.  $350  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 
1, 1863;  made  Mar.  20,  1883. 

Award,  $520  at  5  p.  ct  from  Mar. 
1. 1863;  made  Feb.  21.  1882. 

Disallowed,  Dec.  6, 1882 


Award,  $116  at  5  p.  ot  from  Dec 
1, 1864 :  made  Jan  10.1884. 

Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct.  Arom  Nov. 
18, 1864;  made  Jan.  16, 1883. 

Award.  $1,200  at  5  p.  ct  from 
Jan.  1, 1864 ;  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 

Award,$2,548  at  5  p.  ct  from  Ja- 
ly  1, 1863 ;  made  Jan.  10, 1884. 

Awaid,  $224  at  6  p.  ct  from  Feb. 
20. 1865;  made  Ko^.  6, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, March  10, 1882. 

Disallowed,  Oct  13.  1883 


Dismissal  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10,  1882. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  13, 1883   


Disallowed,  Jan.  26, 1884. 


21,862  25 

6*880  00 

13.018  82 


Award,  $6,000  at  5  p.  ct.  from 
Jan.  1, 1863 ;  made  Feb.  9, 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu* 

tion,  Jane  4, 1883. 
Award,  $200  at  5  p.  ctfrom  Jan. 

1,  1866;  made  Feb.  4. 1884. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarisdlo- 

tion,  Feb.  23, 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Jan.  8, 1883. 

Award,  $2,000  at  5  p.  ot  ftrom 
Apr.  4, 1865;  made  Feb.  4. 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurlsdlo- 
tion,  Jan.  3. 1883. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884 


Disallowed,  March  1, 1884 


Disallowed,  Jan.  10, 1884 

Award,  $562.50  at  5  p.  ct  from 

Oct.  30. 1862 ;  made  Jan.  3, 1883. 
Award.  $150  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 

1, 1862 ;  made  Dec.  1, 1883. 

5  Award,  $500  at  5  p.  ot  from  Apr. 
I       1,1863;  made  Nov.  2, 1883. 


0,816  50 


2,664  00 


Disallowed,  June  14, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884. . . 


Award,  $120  at  5 p.  ct  from  Aug. 

1, 1864 ;  made  Feb.  5, 1883. 
Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 


Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct  from  Mar. 

■1, 1865;  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 
Disallowed.  Jan.  19, 1884 


Award,  $2, 000  at  5  p.  ot.    from 
11, 1862:  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, Jane  4,1883. 

Award, $120  at  op. ct.  from  Apr, 
1, 1863 ;  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 


Total 


$1. 588  24 


6,000  00 


200  00 


2,000  00 


} 


562  50 
150  00 

500  00 


717  50 


548  20'    1. 068  20 


6,373  07 


102  47 


1,899  18 


120  00 


800  00 


2,000  00 


602  40 
165  00 

525  00 


118  00 


286  28 


2.163  84 


228  10 

590  51 

2,4U70 

5,101  66 

489  90 


12,378  97 


382  47 


8,889  16 


1,164  90 
816  00 

1, 025  00 


288  00 


586  28 


4,163  84 


120  00' 


lift  W        1A&  ^^ 


r 
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Exhibit  B.^Claims  a^ 


Hfo.      Name  of  claimant. 


507  Fran9ols  Abbadie  . 
006  ;  Romain  J.  Frances 
600  I  L.  A.  A.  Oirard  ... 
510  ,  Jean  Beu^ot. 


511  i  WidoTT  and  heirs  of 

Jean  M.  Lazarde. 
612  I  Uranie  Cambfer 


613  '  Fannie  Lonlae  Tmmpf 

614  ,  (Tohn  Launa 


615  ;  Smile  Roquee 

j516  !  Catharine  A.  Robert. 


617 

618 
519 
520 
521 

522 
523 
524 

626 

526 

627 

528 

529 

580 

681 

682 

688 

584 

585 


Character  of  claim. 


Cotton  taken  by  CoL  Bringhnrst. 
do 


Schooner,  <St€.,  taken  by  JJ.  S. 

troope. 
Taxes  aaaeMed  by  &en.  BuUer. .. 
Sugar  taken  by  Capt.  Williams . . . 

Shawl,  SiC.,  taken  by  Adjutant 
Grosveuor. 

Shells  taken  by  Gen.  Butler 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Herron 


Taxes  assessed  by  XT.  S 

Taxes  assessed  by  Gren.  Butler. 


687 
688 

689 
640 

641 
64» 

6a 

644 

646 
646 

647 


Hare  Nicolas  Borde. 


Jean  Baptist  Pierrot. . 

Charles  Truinet 

Jenny  Rosalie  Jeannet 

I 
Leopold  Jeapnet 


.do 


Cows,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 
Taxes  asACssed  by  Gen.  Butler. . . 

do 

do 


Joseph  Dnfkut 

G.  B.  Portier 

Virginie  I>utrieux  . . . 

Theodore  Fay 

N.  Jules  Weiss 

Joseph  E.  Loiseau 

Gustave  Follin,  admin- 
istrator. 

Josephine  Lacassagne, 
administratrix. 

Evelina  Godefroy 


Michael  and  Rosmand 

Legras. 
BlUaMilhas 


isr.  WeU  &Co 

Michael  Fentenheime. 

Cleophaa  H.  Hnot 

Widow  and  heirs  of 

Anguit  S.  Huguet. 

Augustus  Bonaud  . . . . 

Jean  M.  Heriard 


Kathalio  Chaddefhiud, 

tutrix. 
Jean  Dupr6 


Widow  Jean  Vallet, 

adminiatratrix. 
Henrlette  E.  D.  Weiss, 

Ange  Marie  Jan 

Caroline  Pierront 


PhUilMTt  B.  Bogay. 
Pierre  Gnchereau . . 


Yanunale  Basiie 


Person  arrested  by  Col.  Haddock 

Wares,  Sec,  by  Gen.  Weitzel 

House,  dec,  taken  by  U.  S.  troops. 

Sugar,  Slc,  taken  hy  Gen.  Banks. 

Furniture.  &.C.,  taken  and  de- 
stroyed by  Gren.  W.  T.  Sherman. 

House,  billiard  tables.  Sec,  taken 
by  Capt.  Isom. 

Furniture.  Sec,  taken  by  Capt. 
Potter. 

House,  furniture,  Sec,  taken  and 
destroyed  by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Building.  Sec,  taken  and  de- 
stroy^ by  U.  S.  authorities. 

House,  ftimiture.  Sec.,  taken  and 
destroyed  by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Cotton,  Sec,  taken  and  destroyed 
by  u.  S.  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  a  mob,  for  whose 
acts  the  U.  S.  are  responsible. 

Tobacco,  cigars,  bnildmgs,  Stc, 
destroyed  oy  17.  S.  authorities. 

Furniture  taken  and  property  oo* 
onpied  by  17.  S.  provost  marahid. 

Sugar,  oxen, -^e.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Jewelry,  liquors.  Sec,  taken  by 
Gen.  W.  T.  Sherman. 

Cotton,  boat.  Sec,  destroyed  by 
U.  S.  authorities. 

Boat  and  merchandise,  destroyed 
by  Mi^.  Davis. 

Building,  destroyed  by  Gen. 
Weitsel. 

Flat-boat  used  and  services  rend- 
ered to  Col.  McMillan. 

Furniture.  Sec.,  taken  and  de- 
stroyed by  MaJ.  BuUen. 

Horses  taken  by  Col.  Smith  and 
Gen.  Franklin. 

Horses,  colts.  Sec.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Cotton,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Horses,  mules,  Sec,  taken  by  Col. 
Prely. 

Sheep,  cows,  Sec,  taken  by  TJ.  S. 
authorities. 


Arose  when. 


Nov.  4,  1863. 

....do 

May,1862... 

Aug.  11, 1802 
May  18, 1863. 

July  1.1802  . 

June,  1862 . . 
May,  June, 
July,  1805. 
1808-1864.... 
Aug.11,1862. 


do 


May  23, 1864 
Aug.  11, 1802 

...do.^ 

....do 


May  9, 1863.. 
Jan.  0,1866.. 
Aug.,   1868, 

to  1665. 
Apr.  15, 1863. 

Feb.  17,1865. 

1864 

Apr.  9, 1865.. 

1864-1865.... 

Feb.,  1865... 

May.  1864... 

May  7, 1864.. 

Sept  1,1864  . 

July  15, 1868. 

Oct  17, 1868  . 

April,  1888.. 

Deo.,  1864  . . . 

Nov.,  1864... 

Feb.  7,1868.. 

June  1,1868. 

Nov.,  1862  .. 

June,  1868 . . . 

Apr.,  1868.  to 

Nov.  4, 1864. 

May,  1883.... 

May  16, 1864. 
May,  1868... 

1861-1866.... 


Arose  where 


La  Fayette  Paris] 

do 

Bay  St.  Looia,  Mi 

New  Orloans 

Rapides  Parish, ! 

New  Orleans 

Frenier  Station,  ] 
JonesviUe,  Tez.t 

New  Orleans  — 
do 


do 


MarksvUle.  La. 
New  Orleans. . . 

do 

do 


Plaquemine,  La. . 
Clarkesvilie,  Tex 
Charleaton,  S.C.. 

Bayou  Teche,  La. 

Columbia,  S.C... 

Nashville,  Tenn.. 

Sumter.  S.C 

Charleston,  a 0... 

do 

Alexandria,  La... 

do 

Bur's  Ferry, La. 

Pelican  Point,  S.( 

Femandina,  Fla. . 

OpelonBas,La 

Savannah,  Otm 

Grand  Lake,  La. . 

Pierrepont,  La ... 

Berwick,  La 

Bayoa  Felix, La.. 

DonaldsonviBe,  L 

StMartin'sParisl 

St  Martinsville  I 

Mansnra,La 

StMartin'sParial 

Morgansia^La ... 
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he  United  Statei^-ConUnned. 


AjBOunt  olAimed. 


Intorest. 


ToteL 


$3,700  00Int.at6p.a 
4.500  00. ...do 

2,428  57 


1,000  00 
1.207  52 

1.038  00 


..do 


14.000  00.... do 
108.390  00. ...do 


35,226  85 
375  OO 

5,000  00 


i,ao9oo 

250  00 

375  00 

2,250  00 


1.470  00 
7,135  00 
7,50100 


..do 
..do 

..do 


..do 

..do 

do 

..do 


. .  .do    ... 

10.421  50 

8,000  00 


How  disposed  of. 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal. 


Award,  $1,512  at  5  n.  ct  from 

Apr.  IA9U;  made  Oct  30, 1888. 
Award,  f2,520  at  6  p.  ct  from 

Apr.  1. 1864 ;  made  Oct  30, 1883. 
Award,  0500  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 

1, 1868 ;  made  Nov.  16, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  10, 1884  . . '. 

Award,  $880  at  5  p.  ot  fh>m  Joly 

1, 1863 ;  made  Jan.  10, 1884. 
Award,  $400  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 

1, 1663 ;  made  Oct  23, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Nov.  16, 1883 

Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 


$13,666  60 
15^500  00 


6,330  00 
80,827  50 
14,060  00 

• 

15,500  00 
15,600  00 


DisaUowed,  Jan.  26, 1884 

Award,  $800  at  5  p.  ct  from  Aag. 

11, 1862 ;  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 
Award,  $5,000  at  5  p.  ct  from 

Aug.  11, 1862;  made  Jan.  19» 

1884 
Award,  $25  at  5  p.  ct  from  June 

1,1864;  made  Oct  23, 1883. 
Award,  $250  at  5  p.  ct  from  Aag. 

11, 186:2 ;  made  Jan.  19,  l»i4. 
Award,  $375  at  5  p.  ot  ftom  Aag. 

11, 1862;  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 
Award,  $2,250  at  5  p.  ct  from 

Ang.   11,1862;  made  Jan.   19, 

1884. 

Consolidated  with  No.  602 

Disallowed,  Oct  8, 1883  

Disallowed,  Jan.  25, 1882 


$1,512  00 

2,5^00 

500  00 


Interest 


880  00 
400  00 


$1, 612  00 

2,520  00 

526  00 


912  92 
420  00 


300  oo; 

I 
5,000  00 

'  25  00 

250  00 

875  00 

2,250  00 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  81, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jarisdio- 
tion,  June  4. 1883. 

Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 


Dismissed  for  want  of  proeecu- 

tioD,  Jnne  4, 1888.     . 
....  do 


do 
do 


96,887  •O'With int... 

3.000  00      3,270  00 
15,32710    15,000  00 

7.  MO  00     7,910  00 

7,500  00     8,000  00 

7,500  00     8,000  00 

8,850  0OIntat5p.c 

".<'5  00....do....  ! Award,  $175  at  5  p.  ct  from  May 

„  _,     !  i  1, 1864 ;  made  Mar.  5, 1883. 

13,067  00.... do I  Distuissfd  for  want  of  jorisdic- 

uo,«J  tion,May4. 1883. 

148, 708  50  With  int Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 

I      tlon,  Feb.  16, 1864. 

«.  780  OOjInt  at6  p.  c. Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 

«^     I  I      tlon,  Feb.  20. 1888. 

2,823  OOjWtth int...! I  DisaUowed, Oct  13,  1883 

20.000  00    21,600  00  I    41,600  00 

24.720  OOjInt  at 6p.c. 


16,065  00;    ie,57i  60 

^wjwithint... 
«»00:intat6p.c. 

^»'«5oo'.  ..do 

^.>20  00  ..do 

3.W0  00....do 


2,070  00       do 
*"^00...  <io 


2-1^  00.., .do 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, Jnne  4, 1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
'      tion.May  4. 1883. 
31, 636  50  {  Award,  $900  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 


1, 186.');  made  June  4. 1883. 


Disallowed,  June  14, 1883 


Awanl,  $200  at  5  p.  ct  from  Jan. 
1, 1863 ;  made  Jan.  19. 1884. 

DlBmiRsed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tioo.  Jan.  3, 1883. 

Award.  $850  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Jan. 
1,1865;  made  October  8,1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Jhu.  3. 1883. 

DiHallowed.  Oct  8, 1883 

Award,  $500  at  5  p.  ct.  from  June 
1,  1H63 :  made  Oct.  18. 188,3. 

DiHnii^sed  for  waut  of  juiiHdic- 
tion,  Jan.  3,  1883. 


324  58 
5,400  58 

24  79 

270  47 

405  72 

2,484  81 


TotaL 


$3,024  00 
5,040  00 
1,025  00 


1.702  92 
820  00 


624  66 
10,400  58 

49  79 

520  47 

78a  72 

4,684  31 


175  00 


900  00 


200  00 


174  28 


945  00 


212  47 


850  00  '      817  98 


849  28 


1, 845  00 


412  47 


1,667  08 


500  00 


520  82 


1, 020  82 


\ 
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ExmBfT  B. — Clmms  against 


No. 


Name  of  claimant. 


551 
652 

ft58 

554 


555 

566 

557 
558 


660 
560 
661 

662 
563 
664 

666 

OvO 

667 

668 

560 

570 
671 

572 
573 

574 

575 

676 
677 

678 

670 

580 

681 
682 

583 

584 

585 
686 
587 


Character  of  claim. 


548    'Jacqaes  Hansman  — 

1 
540  I  Raphael  Droyfoas  — 

550  ,  Lnoile  T.  Boorgeoia, 
!      administmtrix. 
Fran9ois  Amiel 


Mary  Marks,  adminis- 
tratrix. 


SlKismund  Boman,  ad. 

ministrator. 
Charles  Pointel 


Charles  L.  DnBos 
Felecie  Barisien.. 


Augusta  DeBebian  . . . 
Jeanne  T.  Bonnean  et 
oL 

Charles  T.  Dngazon, 
exec'r. 

J.    P.    and  Augnste 
Mollar. 

Smma  and  Laura  Aba- 
die. 

£.R.  Arohinard,adm'r. 

Pierre  Louis  Lacrois. . 

Bartholomey  Labesque 

Gnillaume  Duflhurd  .. 
CathArine  D.  MUhas 

I 

Denis  Meng 


Cottoii,  whisky,  &c.,  taken  by 
Maj.  Gen.  Wilson. 

Cotton,  dec,  taken  by  Gen.  Wil- 
son. 

Arrest  and  imprisonment,  by^  Cul. 
Reith. 

Sloop,  &c.,  taken  by  Capt.  Pel- 
miiigton. 

Cotton,  taken  by  Gen.  Wilson  ... 


Cotton,  &c ,  taken  by  Gen.  Wil- 
son. 

House,  &e.,  taken  by  Com.  Dn- 
pent. 

Cigars,  &c.,  taken  by  IT.  H.  troops 
Com,  &c.,  taken  by  Capt.  Thomp- 
son, &c. 
Arrest  by  Lieut  Pennington 


j  >Arose  when. 

I 

i        ^ 

I 

!  1861>1866.... 

Apr.  15, 1865. 

July  20, 1862. 

Aug.,  1862... 

Between 
Apr.  13, 1861, 
and  Aug.  20, 
1866. 
...do 


Arose  wnere. 


Jean  Charles  Hariape. 
Joseph  Dnfaut 


Remy  Batmale 

Julie  Bassett,  adm'x . . 

A.  and  E.  Rocherean . 
Theodore  Frois 

Alice  E.  Charbonnet. . 

Carmelite  Gonaales. . . 

Jacques  A.  Bonnafon 
Emile  Arthur  Albert, 

exec'r. 
Marie  Elvina  Fabry  . . 


Esther  Levy. 


Mrs.    Adolphe  0116e, 

adm'x, 
MathildeEstrade  et  al. 
Adolphe  0116e 


/ 


Angustin  Guidry,ad'r. 

Pierre  S.  Wiltz,  adra'r 

PierreS.  Wiltz.adm'r 

Madame  Cecile  Cra- 
mer. 
Gnstare  Deffarge 


Carpenter's  chest,  Sec,  taken  by 
U.  o.  troops. 

House,   &c.,  taken  by  Admind 

Farragut. 
Cotton,  &.C.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 

Sugar,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen.  Butler 


Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks  . . . . , 

Jewelry,  Stc,  taken  by  Colonel 

Thomas. 
Mules,  Sic.  taken  by  CoL  Ken- 

drick  etat. 

Rum,  &o.,  taken  by  Col.  Thomas 

etal 
House,  &c.,  taken  by  U,  Si  troops. 

House,  &G.,    taken  by  Admiral 

Farragut 
Molasses  taken  by  XT.  S.  troops.. 
Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Guns,  Sec  ,  taken  by  Cr«n.  Butler. 
Horses,  Sec,  taken  by  General 

Weitzel. 
Taxes  assessed  by  Gen.  Butler  . . . 
Cotton,  Sec,  taken  by  IT.  S.  troops. 

House  occupied  by  Gen.  Butler  . . 

House,  Sec,  taken  by  Maj.  Bowen 

(or  BuUen). 
Taxes  assessed  by  Gtni.  Butler  . .. 
Hats,  Sec,  taken  by  Col.  Robiuson . 

Dry  goods.  Sec,  taken  by  IT.  S. 
troops. 

Sugar  ,&c.,  taken  by  Col.  Robin- 
son, Sec 

House,  Sec,  taken  by  Mf^.  Bowen 

House,  &c.,  taken  by  V.  S.  troops. 
Cows,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen.  FranK- 

hn.  Sec. 
Skitf,  dec,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks, 

Sec 
Silverware  taken  by  Gen.  Butler, 

Sec 
House.&c,  destroyed  by  Admiral 

Farragut. 
Furniture,   Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler. 
Arrest  bj*  U.  S.  authorities 


Nov.  6, 1861, 
to  Oct  15, 
1863. 

Feb.  20, 1865. 

Oct,  1863  ... 

Aug.13,1861. 
Oct  7,  1863, 

to  June  8, 

1864. 
Aug.  0,  1862. 

Aug.,  1864.. 

Oct  28, 1862. 

May  15,1868. 
Nov.  3, 1862  . 

Aug.,  Sept, 
and  Nov. 
26,  1862, 

Nov.  2,  1862. 

May  14, 1864. 

Aug.,  1862. . . 

March,  1868. 
Feb.  20, 1864. 

Aug.  10,1862. 
Oct  30, 1862  . 

186&.1865  .. 
1864-1865.... 

May  to  Dec., 

July,  1863. . . 

1864,  1865... 
Nov.  20, 1864 

About  Aug. 

26,1862. 
Dec.  81, 1863. 

July,  1863... 

1862andl863 
Nov.  12,1863. 

Apr.  22, 1863. 

Oct.,  1862  . . . 

Aug.  0,  1862. 

About  Dec. 

8. 1862. 
Mar.  25, 1864 


Montgomery,  Ala . 

do 

Plaquemine,  La  . . . 
Pascagoula,  Mias . 
Montgomery,  Ala. 


do 

Beaufort  S.  C 


Charleston,  S.  C. 
Batesville,  Ark. 


Newport  R- 1 
Red  River,  La 


Donaldsonville.  La... 

Natchitoches  Parish, 

La. 
La  Fonrche  PariahfLa. 


Milliken'sBend,La.. 

LaFourche  CrouiBg; 

La. 
Near  Fort  Pickeriag, 

Tenn. 

La  FonroheCtowiaf, 

La. 
Alexandria,  La 


DonaldwrnvUle,  La.... 

St.  Charles  Pariah,  La. 
Natchitoches  Puiah, 
La. 

New  Orleans 

Labadieville,  La 


New  Orleans 

I«ouisiana,  Texaay  and 

Arkansaa. 
New  Orieaoa 


DonaldfonvUle,  La... 


New  Orleans 
— do 


St  Charles  Parish,: 
Fanss^e  Point  L*-- 
Port  Barrow,  La.... 


Orleans  Parish,  La .. 
Abbeville,  La 

Berre  Landing,  La... 

New  Orleans 

Donaldsonville,  La . 

New  Orleans 

Dry  Tortngas 
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Amoant  claimed. 


How  disposed  of. 


Amount  allowed. 


I 


PriBcipAl.   I  Interest 


Total. 


$131,840  00  I  IntatOp.c 
88,110  00    ...  do 


.PrincipaL 


SO,  000  oo 

3,804  00 

74, 279  85 

138,136  83 
8,073  00 


2,886  00 
1,633  00! 

40,000  00 
27,965  60 


6t,535  00 
98,040  00 
10.063  001 


...do.... 

...do 

I 
71, 321  00  f  145, 600  85 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. Jan.  26, 18^. 
do 


Award,  $500  at  5  p.  ct.  (torn  Apr. 

1, 1863 ;  made  Oct.  13,  U83. 
Disallowetl.  Nov.  2. 1883 


$500  00 


Interest. 


Total. 


$525  00 


112, 229  20 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  26, 1884. 


238, 416  03  ,  Disallowed,  Mar.  29, 1884 


8, 147  98!      16, 220  98'  Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4.  1883. 


With  int. 
1, 671  00 


With  int. 
..do.... 


Int.i^6p.o. 

93,040  00 

IntatOp.c. 


420^120  00|.... do 
1,398  O0i....do 


4,780  00 

4,510  50 
3,140  50 

ai.»oo 

^720  00 
n,  448  75 

650  OO 
l^BMOO 

1,180  58 


5.329  70 


Intat6p.e. 
lDt.at5p.e. 
....do  ..... 


....do 
do 

— do 
....do 


With  int. 


^773  45Intat6p.c 

•00  00. ...do 

'.*25  00t....do 


•."«48i....do.... 

«,7W  o«;  With  int. 


•.04190       6,843  73 


I]it.at6p.o. 
....do 


do 


lM^fi»74 
Sk823  00 

^a5oo;....do 

2,080  60 

18,960  00 

li486  00 

1,800  00' 


^OOOOO 


...do  . . .. 
With  int. 
•  •..do  .... 
'...do  .... 


IntatOp.o. 


3,804  00 


Disallowed,  June  14,  1883 
Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884  . 


Disallowed,  Feb.  16,  1884. 
Disallowed,  Deo.  6, 1882  . . 


186,080  00 


10,109  70 


12,886  63 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4.  1883. 
Disallowed.  Feb.  4.  1884 


Award,  $1,300  at  5  p.  ct.  fh>m 
Apr.  1,  1863;  maae  Oct.  18, 
1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4.  1883. 

Dismissed  for  wi»nt  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10,  1882. 

Award,  $1,500  at  5  p.  ot.  team 
Apr.  I,  1863;  made  Oct  80, 1883. 

Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Jan. 

1, 1863  ;  made  Jan.  10,  1884. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jnrisdic- 

tioo,  Jan.  3,  1883. 
Disallowed,  Kot.  2, 1888 


Disallowed,  Feb.  4, 1884 
Disallowed,  Jan.  19, 1884 


Disallowed,  Feb.  4,  1884 

Award,  $100  nt  5  p.  ot  from  Apr. 
1,  1863 ;  made  Oct  23. 1883. 

Disallowed,  Feb.  4.  1884 

Disallowed,  Jan.  26, 1884 


Award,  $120  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 

1, 1863 ;  made  Jan.  19, 1884. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Apr.  6,  1883. 

Disallowed, 'Jan.  26. 1884 

Award,  $20,000  at  5  p.  ct.  from 

Jan.  1, 1865;  made  June  4, 1888. 
Award,  $350  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Apr. 

1, 1863;  made  Not.  16.  1883. 
Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu 

tion.  Mar.  26,  1884. 
DbiaUowed,  Oct  13,  1883 


1,300  00 


1,600  00 
300  00 


100  00 


120  00 


20,000  00 
350  00 


Disallowed,  Mar.  5,  1883 
Disallowed,  Jan.  26, 1884 


do 


$1, 025  00 


1,365  00 


1, 575  00 
318  70 


105  00 


126  00 


10,246  58 
367  50 


2,665  00 


3,075  00 
618  70 


205  00 


246  00 


39.246  58 
717  50 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, May  4.  1883. 
do 


Dismissed  f6r  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion. Mar.  10, 1882. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4,  1883. 


i 
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Exhibit  B, -Claims  againi 


No. 

• 

588 

589 

580 
501 

582 


608 
594 


595 

596 

597 
598 
509 
600 

601 

602 

608 

604 

605 
606 

607 

608 

609 

610 
611 

612 
613 
614 
615 

616 
617 

618 

619 

620 


Name '  of  claimant. 


J.  H.  Wilberding,  oz'r 
Georgo  Z.  PonvTeaa. . 


Aaoline  G-aatberin,  ad- 

miniatratrix. 
Charles  Leyy 


Qscar  Chopin,  ex'r. 


Jean  Strenna 

S.  Arana  Sorrel,  ad* 
miniatrator. 

(Tnles  Le  More 


J.  L.  and  Charles  C. 
LeRouz. 

Philip  Dnbie 

A.  C.  Le  More 

Auguste  Begoaffk«. . . 

A.  F.Habert 


D.  A.  Cha£fhkiz. 


Jnlea  Le  More,  agent 
for  C.  H.  Sohaeffer. 

Arthar  Denis,  ex'r. . . 


Anne  Lonise  Flory  . . . 

Allen  Jnmel 

Fierre  S.  Wilts,  adm'r 


George  Bagene  Lednc 


Jean  Lalanne 


Pierre  Gustave  Gibert 


Widow  Jenny  Maine. 

■ 

Adelaide  Monlis,  ad- 
ministratrix. 

Madame  Jacques  Vi- 

vey. 
Charles  Espenan 


/ 


Thomas  C.  Payan  . . . 
Irma  Barthel,  widow 

B.  Franceschi \ 

E.  C.  Dronet,  adm'r. . 

Christian  Cline 

George  Pelligrini 

Jacobine  Salzman.  — 


Character  of  claim. 


Arose  when. 


Cotton,    dMS.,     taken    by   Capt. 

Bromley. 
Detention   of    French   schooner 

'*  La  Bella  Cnbana  "  by  U.  S. 

authorities.  - 
Lumber  detained  by  Gen.  Butler 

House,  d&c,  taken  by  TJ.  S.  troops 


Cotton,  &c.,  taken  by  M%}.  Rob- 
ertson. 

Cotton,  &0. ,  taken  by  IT.  S.  troops 
Provisions,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks  et  oL 

Arrest  by  Gen.  Butler 

Vessel  taken  by  Col.  Goodwin  . . . 


Whisky,    &c.,   taken   by  U.  S. 

troops. 
Arrest  by  Gen.  Butler. 


Whisky,    &c.,    Uken  by  U.    S. 

troops. 
Cotton  taken  by  U.  8 


Loss  caused  bv  detention  of  sur- 

gar  by  W.  U.  Higgins,  internal- 

revenue  assessor. 
Loss  caused  b  v  collision  of  French. 

steamer    "Tage"    with  U.  S.^ 

steamer  "Mercedita." 
House,  contents,  and  supplies  of 

farm  taken  by  17.  S.  authorities. 

Horses,    cotton,    d&c,  taken  by 

MaJ.  Montgomery ,1 
Furniture,  oarpets,'^  &<}.i  taken  by 

V.  S.  authonties. 
Cotton  taken  by  F.  S.  authorities. 


Guns,   merchandise,  dus.,  taken 
by  Gen.  B.  F.  Butler. 

Horses,  &o.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks. 


Sugar  taken  by  Gen.  Franklin; 
taxes  levied  by  Gen.  Banks. 

Wood,  household  articles,  &c., 
taken  by  U.  S.  anthorities. 

Cattle,  wool,  wagon,  &c.,  taken 
by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Furniture,  hon<«hold  goods,  &c., 
destroyed  by  Adm'l  Farragut. 

Taxes  illegally  assessed  by  U.  S. 
authorities. 

do 


Whisky,  merchandise,  &c.,  taken 

by  Capt.  Green. 

Sngar  tiikcn  by  Gon  Butler .« 

Cotton  taken  tiy  U.  S.  anthorities  . 
Horses,  mules,  &.c,,  taken  by  Gen. 

R.  T.  Dunham. 
House,  contents,  &c.,  destroyed 

by  Admiral  Farrajrut. 
Brandy,  claret.  &c.,  taken  by  U. 

S.  authonties. 
Wood,     whl'^kv,     poultry,     &c., 

taken  by  U.S.  authorities. 


April,  1863.. 
Sept.  20, 1864 

Deo.  1, 1865  . 

May  25.  and 
April  20, 
1663. 

May  13, 1863 


May  15, 1864 
1868  and  1864 


Nov.  12. 1862 

From  June 
11  to  July 
5,1862. 

July  20, 1865 

Nov.  12, 1862 
Oct.  27,  1862 
April,  1864.. 


April  20  to 
July  23, 
,   1863. 
Mayl,  1862 


Oct.  17,  1862 

Oct.  1863  ... 
Julyl,  1863. 

June,    1868,. 

and  Dec, 

1864. 
June  5, 1862. 

May  22, 1868 

Nov..  1868, 
and  May, 
1863. 

Sept.,  1862.. 

Dec.  7,  1863, 
and  Jan. 
7,  1864. 

Aug.  9,  1862 

1864>1865.... 

...do 

April,  1864. . 


Aroae  wherA. 


Grand  Cotean,  La 
New  OrleMia,  La  . . 


Dec.  2, 1862- . 
(Jlct.26,  1864. 
May,  1863... 

Aug.  9,1862. 

Mar.,  1863  .. 

Dec,  1863... 


do 


St.  Charles  Pariah,  La. 


Natchitoches,  La 


Covington,  La  .>. 

St  Mary's  Pariah.  La. 


New  Orleana,  La ...... 

Fort  St.  PhiUp... 


Galveston,  Tex . . . . 
New  Orleans,  La ... 
Donaldaonville,  La. 
Franklin,  La 


New  Orleans,  La .... 
Near  Havana,  Cuba.. 
New  Orleans,  La. 


St.   Martin's  Parish, 

La. 
Iberville  Parish,  La .. 


Jackson,  La 


New  Orleans,  La. 


do 


.do 


Baton  Bouge,  La .. 
Iberia  Parish,  La.... 

Donaldsonville,  La... 

New  Orleans,  La.... 

do 

LabadieriUe,  La ... . 

New  Orleans,  La . . . 

Mobile,  Ala 

Port  Barre,  La 


Donaldsonville,  La.. 

Pensacola,  Fla 

Minelbnrg,  La 


^ 
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Amoant  claimed. 


12,000  00 

S5.333  00 
1, 142  00 

31,37173 


Interest. 


Iiii.alOp.0. 
With  int.. 


$40,000  00 
With  int.. 


Intat6p.c. 


IS, 645  00:  With  int.. 
314,700  66  Int.  at  6 p.c. 


50,000  00 

38,300  OOJInt.  at  6]».c. 

18,500  00     10,880  00 

100, 000  00 

i278  00;intat6p.o. 


6,004  75. ...do 


15,344 18|Int  at  0  p.c. 


107,  §64  47 

101,800  00 

43,015  00 

3. 500  00 

47,140  00 

8,570  00 

787  00 

W,  086  72 


....do 

....do 

....do 
— do 
....do 

....do 


928  02 
12,138  05 


250  00jlntat6p.o. 
2.775  00!...  do 


l'«0  0ol     1,348  58 

1,316  83W.at6p.c. 

13.725  47|.... do 

l<>.885  00;....do 

! 

7. 8W  67';  With  int.. 
^'*«5  00<....do 

5.000  OOj  With  int. - 

«'Wli5,....do 

2.259  00!. ...do 


TotaL 


175,338  00 


20,380  00 


1,713  02 
23,135  67 


2,776  58 


How  diapoeed  of. 


Diamisaed  for  want  of  proaecu- 

tion,  June  4, 1888. 
Disallowed,  Oct.  8,  1888 


DiBallowed,  Feb.  0, 1884 


DiamiMed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, May  4, 1883. 

Award,  $2,111  at  5  p.  o.  ttoxa 
ADril  1,  1864 ;  made  Peb.  16, 

Disallowed,  Jhne  26,  1883 

Award,  $25,000  at  5  p.  o.  from 

Jan.  1,  1864;  made  Feb.  9, 

1884. 
Award,  $4,000  without  interest ; 

made  Feb.  28,  1883. 
Award,  $1,810  at  5  p.  o.  from 

Aug.  15,  .1862 ;  made  Mar.  1, 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Nov.  27, 1882. 

Award,  $10,000  without  inter- 
est: made  April  16, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Dec .  6,  1882 


Award,  $3,212. 24  at  5  p.  c.  from 

June  20, 1863  ;  made  April  3, 

1882. 
Award,  $600  at  5  p.  o.  from 

Jnl.y  23,  1868 ;  made  Oct.  23, 

1883. 
Dismissed  for  wwnt  of  jorlsdio- 

tion,  Jane  17, 1882. 

Award,  $0,200  at  5  p.  c.  from 
April  1, 1865 ;  made  Jane  26, 

Disallowed,  June  14, 1883 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, May  5,  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  3, 1883. 

Award,  $600  at  5  p.  c.  from 
April  1, 1863;  made  Kot.  23, 

Award,  $100  at  5  p.  c.  from 
July  1,  1863;  made  Feb.  4, 
1884. 

Disallowed,  Nov.  23, 1883 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Mar.  10,  1882. 
Disallowed,  Jan.  26, 1884 


Disallowed,  Oct.  23.  1883 
Disallowed,  Jan.  26,  1884 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4,  1883. 
do 


(  Dismissed  for  want  of  juris- 
}       diction,  Jan.  3,  1883. 
Disallowed,  Feb.  9,  1884 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal. 


$2,111  00 


25,000  00 

4,000  00 
1, 810  00 


10,000  00 


3, 212  34 


600  00 


9,200  00 


600  00 


100  00 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, January  31, 1882. 
Disallowed,  February  5, 1883  . . 


Dismissed  for  want  of  jnrisdic-    . 
tion,  J^orember  27,  1882.  \ 


Interest. 


$2,111  00 


25,308  22 


1,057  28 


3  387  75 


620  71 


8,740  00 


630  00 


103  75 


Total. 


$4.222  00 


50, 808  » 

4,000  00 
3,767  26 


10,000  00 


6,550  09 


1,220  71 


17,940  0a 


1,230  00 


208  7$ 


•V 


I 
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No. 


621 


622 


628 

624 
625 

626 


629 
6S0 


631 

632 

688 
684 
686 
d86 

637 

638 

689 

640 

641 

642 

648 

644 

646 

646 

647 

648 

648 

660 

661 

662 
658 

654 
665 


Name  of  olaimaiit 


Charaoier  of  claim. 


Ambroise  Rosse  and 
Bether  Herriaon.       j 

Pierre  S.  Wiltz,  adm'r.  1 


Joseph  Levy . 


Claudius  Haurin 

Victoc  Merle 

Paal  Fas  and  Mrs. 
Fasoal  Lapayade. 


627  Joseph  Emile    Seig- 

nooret. 

628  I  Marie  Madeline  Mor- 
osini. 


St.  Ange  Bichon 

Widowr  Desix-6  Greg- 
oire  and  Widow 
Pierra  Bataille. 

Dominique  Pooheln. . . 


AngnsteFeiT6... 
Charles  Ganthier 


1 


Virginie  Marie  Pray- 

tet. 
Eiienne  Dabezies 


Engenie  Drogy  Bail- 
leaL 

Francois  Ahadie  and 
John  M.  Laoaae. 


Philippe  H.Bidanlt. 
Raymond  Pocheln . . 
Charles  K.HofliDr... 


Andrea  Tnogosa,  ad- 
ministratrix. 
Nicholas  M.  Benachi . . 

Jean  Perilliat 


Mrs.  August  0116e, 
widow  and  tutrix. 

Mrs.  Eugene  Vldale, 
administratrix. 

E16nore  le  Tillier 


Leon  Funoa  . . 
Marie  Dnpaty 


Charles  W.  Barriere, 

assignee. 
Jean  Dantagnan,tntor. 

P.  Louis  Cabrol 


Mrs.  Jean  B.  E.Giguel 
EUxa  Bougdre,  adm'x . . 


Leon  Godohanx. 


Robert  and  Marie  de 
Lasteyrie. 


House,  Sec,  destroyed  by  Gen. 

Weltzel. 

Use  of  steamboat ;  sofas,  chairs, 

&c.,  taken  and  destroyed   by 

Capt  Thornton. 
Cigars,  tobacco,  &e.,  taken  and 

destroyed  bv  Col.  Kyle  ' 

Cotton  taken  by  Capt  Mann 

Dry-goods,     merchandise,     &c., 

taken  by  Gen.  Weitzel. 
Horses,  cows,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Butler. 

Taxes  assessed  by  U.  S.  author!- ■ 

ties. 
Furniture,  household  goods,  A:c., 

destroyed    by   Admiral    Far- 

ragut. 
Loss  caused  by  blockade  of  port. . 
Horses,  mules,  Sec.,  taken  by  Gen. 

Banks. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Canby 


Arose  when. 


Cotton,  sugar,  &o.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Butler. 

Taxes  illegally  assessed  by  U.  8. 
authoriues. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  N.  P. 
Banks. 

Cotton,  horses,  Ste.^  taken  by  Gten. 
Banks. 

Horses,  carriages,  dtc.,  taken  by 
Qen,  Butier. 

Takes  exacted  by  Gen.  B.  F.  But- 
ler. 

Taxes  exacted  by  U.  8.  authori- 
ties. 


June  15, 1863. 
Apr.  30,1864. 

July  17,1863: 

Aug.,  1863... 
July,  1863... 

Aug.,  1862... 

1863,*64-'65.. 
Aug.  9.1862. 


do. 


July  31, 1863. 

June,  1865... 

Not.  and 
Deo.,  1862 

Aug.  29, 1868, 
to  1866. 

Apr.  1868.... 

July,  1868  .. 
May,  1862  ... 
Aug.  11. 1862. 


June  8,1866, 
toDeaao, 
1866. 

1863  to  1866.. 


Cotton  taken  and  taxes  exacted 
by  U.  8.  authorities. 

Merchandise  taken  and  imprison- 
ment by  IT.  8.  authorities. 

Horse,  cows,  Sec,  taken  an^  de- 
stroyed by  IT.  8.  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  and  taxes  exacted 
by  TT.  8.  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  N.  P. 
Banks. 

Horses,  cows,  taken  and  person 
imprisoned  by  IT.  8.  authorities. 

Horsot  cattle,  taken  by  Gen. 
Franklin. 

Taxes  exacted  by  Gen.  Butler 

House,  mules,  horses,  Slc^  taken 
by  Gen.  Banks. 

House,  printing  materials,  &o., 
destroyed  by  Mi^.  Davis. 

Blankets  taken  and  tax  as- 
sessed by  Gen.  Butler. 

Cows,  horses,  See.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Cotton  taken  by  U.  8.  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Oxen,  horses,  Sec,  taken  and  per- 
son imprisoned  by  IT.  8.  author- 
ities. 

Cotton  taken  by  XT.  S.  authorities. 

Cotton  taken  and  property  occu- 
pied by  Capt.  E.  Drayton. 


1868  to  1866.. 

July  12, 1863 

Nov.  3,1863. 

June,  1863... 

Apr.  16, 1863 

Nov.,  1863  .. 

1863 

Aug.  11, 1862 

May,  1868... 

May,  1864... 

May,  1862... 

April,  1863.. 

Mar.28, 1863. 

May  15, 1863. 
Nov.      and 
Deo.,  1864 . 


Arose  where. 


Berwick,  La. 


1862 

Dec,  1861... 


Minelburg,  La . 


Napoleonville,  La... 

Cook's  Landing,  La. 
Chaoonla.  La  ....... 


St.  Bernard  Pariah, La. 

New  Orleans,  La...««« 
Donaldsonville,  La.... 


New  Orleuis,  La. 
do 


Greensborongh,  Ala.. 

»  NewOrleanSk  La.... 

St  Landry  Pariah,  La . 

Assumption  .Parish. 

La. 
New  Orleans,  La 


.do 


.do 


do 

Mobile,  Ala... 
Corinth,  Tenn 


La   Fayette    Pariah, 

La. 
New  Orleana*  La 

Assnmptkm    Pariah, 

La. 
New  Iberia,  La 


do 

New  Orleaaa,  La 

StMary*aParUh.La. 

Napoleonville,  La 

New  Orleans,  La 

Orleans  Parish,  La 

Yermillion  Pariah.  La. 

MiUiken'sBend,La... 
Concordia  Pariali,  La . 

Hillsboronch,  Miss . .. 
Wadmalaw,  S.C 
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Amonnt  clAimed. 


Pxiacipal.   :    iDt^rest. 


How  disposed  of. 


Total. 


$1,500  00 


5,375  00 


10,92S  00 

130,800  00 
&.000  00 


Iiit.at0p.cj. 


Amonnt  allowed. 


..do 


Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct.  iDteifst 
tTom  June  15, 1863;  made  May 
12. 1882. 

DinmisHed  for  want  of  JnriBdic- 
tion,  May  6,  1883. 


12, 727  66  ;  028, 662  66  '  DiMkllowed.  November  9,  1883 


146,264  00 
4,250  00 


4,M6  00  i  Int.at5p.c 


53,000  00 
28. 815  00 


15,682  57 
25,668  00 


1S3,44M>  00    . 

27,687  61 

38,065  00   . 

3,810  00  L 

i 

2.000  00  '. 
2.000  00 

1,817  25 

16,190  79 

tl,9M0l 

7.739  00 

7,689  00 

m050  4d 

1,800  00 

1*725  00 

10,800  00 

125  00 

^2SO0O 

5,000  00 

22,602  00 

1,465  00 

2,260  00 

490.120  00 
J81,n0  00 

32,008  04 
35.675  00 


Int.  at  6  p.c 
10,404  00 

With  int 
IntbatOp.c 

— do 

— do 

....do 

...do 

— do 

...do 

...do 

...do 
■...do 
...do 
....do 
...do 
...do 
....  do 
...do 
...do 
...do 
...do 
...do 
. .  .do 
. .  .do 


277.064  00 
9,250  00 


DisalloWf  d.  March  26,  1884  . . 
Disallowed,  November  9,  1883 


Case  withdrawn  by  the  aji^ent  of 
the  French  Kepublic,  October 
26  1882. 

Disallowed,  January  26,  1884  . . . 


Principal. 


$300  00 


I 
Interest.  I    Total. 


$311  92        $611  92 


87,209  00 


.do 
.do 


"With  int. 


Dismisaed  for  want  of  jnriadic- 
tion,  November  27, 1882. 


Disallowed,  October  23. 1883 

Award,  $91  at  5  per  cent,  tmrn 
April  1.   1864 ;    made  Novem- 
ber 9. 1883. 
Dismiased  for  want  of  Jnriadic- 
tlon,  May  5, 1883. 

Award,  $3,555.52  at  5  per  cent, 
from  April  1,  1864;  made 
February  4, 1884. 

Disallowed,  January  20, 1884 . . 


Disallowed,  October  13,  1883 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. May  5, 1883. 

Award,  $2,000  at  5  per  cent.  ftt>m 
AuKuet  11,  1862;  made  Jwi- 
nary  26,  1884. 

Disallowed,  Februsry  4, 1884  . . 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, March  7,  1882. 
Disallowed,  Febmary  4,  1883 . . . 


.do 


Award,  $83  at  5  p.  ct  ftrom  Apr. 

1. 1864 :  made  Oct  28. 1883. 
Disallowed,  January  26, 1884  . . . 


do 


Disallowed,  February  4. 1884 


91  00 


91  00 


182  OO 


3,556  62 


2,000  00 


83  00 


Award,  $713  at  5  p.  ct  from  Apr. 

"    N(      "     " 


1,  1864 ;  made  Nov.  16,  1883. 
ward,  $125  at  5  p.  ct  flrom  Ai 
11,  1862 ;  made  Jan.  26,  1884. 


Award,  $850  at  5  p.  ct  from  Maj 

15. 1863 ;  made  Feb.  16. 1884. 
Disallowed,  May  5, 1883 


713  00 
125  00 
350  00 


DisaUowed.  Feb.  4. 1884 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, ApHlO,  1883. 

Dlsmisaed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion, Jan.  3,  1883. 

do 

DisaUowed,  Feb.  23,  1884 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, May  5,  1883. 

Award,  $4,500  at  5  p.  ct.  from 
April  1,  1862:  made  June  26, 

1883. 


4.500  00 


3,555  52 


7,  111  04 


2,163  84 


4,163  84 


83  00 


718  00 
135  24 
365  89 


166  00 


1, 426  00 
260  24 

715  39 


4,  930  00  :    9, 450  00 
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No. 


ate 

057 


658 

659 
660 

661 

662 

668 

664 
065 

667 
668 

660 

670 

671 

672 
673 

674 

875 
676 

6n 

678 
679 
680 
681 

682 

683 

684 

685 
686 

687 
688 
689 
690 


Name  of  olAlmant. 


Joseph  Camy 

A.  Duthil,  vJotorFttl. 

Bana,Mid  George  W. 

Buicker. 
George  W.  Bancker  . . 


MaiT  Axin  Texier. 


ioni 


Michael  Kreia 


Leon  Qaeynmse,  ad' 
ministrator. 

Mrs.  Virsinie  £a- 
neanlt,  aani'x. 

Jnles  Le  More  and 
Azoline  Gantherin, 
administrators. 

Pierre  Leopold  Jean- 
net. 

Marqnise  de  la  Haze- 
Ii6re. 

Bmestine  B.  Laban  . . 

Nathaline  G&ze,  adm'x. 

Paaline  Sarda  Gonr- 
eand. 

Hypolite  Bellocq 

Alphonse  Cahuzao — 

do 


Elizabeth  G.  fiscobas 
Isaac  Chataigner 


Marie    Am61ie     La- 

Elante,  widow  and 
eirs. 
Mrs.  M^lanie  Blnm, 

tutrix. 
Madame  C16menoe  E. 

L.  Bayet. 
Charles  Peraldo 


Marie  C.  I.  and  Clem- 
entine M  Leaner. 
Widow  Jean  Meyer  . . 


John  G.  Manger. 


Alfred  Delay  igne, 

adm'r,  and  Rosalie 

Labaterie. 
Henry    Aagnste 

Bohn. 
Susanne  K.  Bouling- 

val. 
Pierre  Felix  Contenat . 

FeUxHalff J 

The  widow  and  heirs 
of  FrancoisH.de  St 
Cyr. 

Charles  F.  Gailmard.. 


Arthur  Holmes. 


Heirs  of  Pierre  Louis 

Valory. 
Ernestine  Febrer 


Character  of  claim. 


Cotton  taken  by  MiO*  Hamilton. 
do 


.do. 


an- 


Bricks  taken  by  Gen.  Canby 
Houses  destroyed  by  IT.  S. 

thorities. 
Cotton  taken  by  M^.  Hamilton. . 

Horses,  sngar,  &o.,  taken  by  CoL 

Sage  and  Gen.  Banks. 
Lnmoer  detained  by  Gen.  Bntler. 


Taxes  exacted  by  Qen.  Bntler 
do 


Cotton,  horses,  Slo.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Houses,  &c..  destroyed  by  V.  S. 
authorities. 

Taxes  exacted  by  Gen.  B.  F.  Bnt- 
ler. 

Pastures  taken  possession  of  by 

Col.  Stephen  Thomas. 
Loss  on  cargo  of  merchandise 

caused  by  U.  S.  aathorities. 
do 


Cotton  taken  by  Capt  Steel 

Tools  and  notes  taken  and  arrest 
and  imprisonment  by  (7.  S.  au- 
thorities. 

Cotton,  &c.,  taken  byU.  S.  aa- 
thorities. 

Horse,  wagon,  d&c,  taken  by  Gen. 

Weitsel. 
Tax  levied  by  Gen.  Butler 


Lumber,  &c.,  taken  by  U.  S.  aa- 
thorities. 
Tax  levied  by  Gen.  B.  F.  Batler  . . 

Groceries,  dM).,  taken  .by  Gea. 
Banks. 

Merchandise,  Sec,  taken  by  Gen. 
Smith. 

Suj^ar  taken  by  the  U.  S.  authori- 
ties. 

Destruction  of  rolling-mill  by  Col. 

Eli  Long. 
do... 


691     Charles  Heidsick 


■i 


Fruit  taken  by  U.  S.  authorities  . . 

Cotton  taken  by  IT.  S.  aathorities. 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  B  inks 

Hoases.  &o.,  occupied  by  IT.  S.  aa- 
thorities. 

Hou8e,  fencen.  Stc.  taken  and  de- 
stroyed by  U.  S.  authorities. 

Land  aud  buildings  occupied  by 
the  IT.  S.  authoritioa. 

Houitn  and  couteuui  destroyed  by 
U.  S.  authorities. 

Sloop  taken  by  the  XJ.  S.  authori- 
ties. 

Arrest  .ind  imprisonment  by ) 
Gen:  Butler.  .  > 

Cotton  taken  bv  U.  S.  aathorities  ) 


Arose  when. 


Mav8,1803.. 


Arose  where. 


LecmTi]le,La 
do 


.do 


Apr. 
Jifly, 


r.  1. 1865 
1864.. 


do 


New  Orleans,  La. 
Atlanta^Ga 


May  1,1863.. 

Oct.     and 

Nov.,  1863. 

Sept.18,1862. 


Aag.11,1862. 
...do 


Apr.,  1863,  & 

June,  1864. 

July,  1863... 

Aug.  0, 1862 . 


Sept.,  1862  .. 

June  5,1861. 

June  15, 1861 

July  10,1804. 
Oct  7,1863.. 


Apr.  21,1863. 

Oct  25, 1862  . 
Aug.11,1862. 
Oct  15,  1864. 
Aug.  11, 1862 
May  20, 1864. 
May  29, 1864. 
June  26. 1868. 

Dec  1,1863.. 

....do 

1861 


St  Landry  Parish,  Ls.l 

Pointe  Coapte  Pariah, 

La. 
New  Orleans,  La 


.do 
.do 


St  Mary's  Pariah,  La 
Donaldson  vil]e»  La. . .. 
New  Orleans,  La.... 


.do 

.do 

do 


Assumption  Parish^La 
Camp  Morton, Ind.... 


Philadelphia,  Pa 


Dec,  1863... 
Nov.,  1863  .. 
June  1, 1865. 


Sept,1863... 
Feb.  11, 1865. 
Feb.  17, 1865 
Aug.  23, 1863. 


Donaldaonville,  La... 

New  Orleans,  La < 

New  Orleans,  La 

— do 

Cassenderie,  La 

Helena,  Ark 

Waterloo,  La 

Cleveland,  Tenn 

....do 

Madison,  Ind , 


Edinbnrg,  Tex  . 
Isabella,  Tex . . . 
Galveston,  Tex 


Chattanooga,  Tenn.. 

Aiken,  S.C 

Columbia,  S.C 

Matamoraa,  Mexico. 


Jnly,  1862...'  NewOrleaoa,  La. 
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tU  Umtei  5tofff— Coutinned. 


Amoant  claimed. 


PriaeipaL- 


HA,  500  00 
16^600  00 


11^600  00 
18,000  00 

M,ooooe 

11,300  00 
03,635  00 
41,008  00 


Interest. 


With  int. 
— do 


....do 

. . .  .do 
...do 


lDtat0p.c. 
With  int. . 
....do 


2SO0O  IntatOp.c, 

375  00  1  With  int... 

»,550  0oL...do 

25,000  00  lint  at6p.c. 

I 

1,250  00  I. ...do 


750  00 

23,416  00 

51767  00 


— do ... 
With  int- 
— do ... 


il41  00  Intat6p.c. 


27,965  50 


With 


top. 

int. 


64,575  00  Intatfip.o^ 


],2S0  0O 
600  00 
2,ffi0  84 
1,290  00 
S.  497  50 
1,412  50 
IT.flSCOO 

5«.000  00 
17,900  00 
730  00 

712,500  00 
29^150  00 

7,400  00 

12i»100  00 

28,735  00 

7,M0  05 

MD.i80  00 


$800  50 
Int  at  6  p.  o. 
....do  ..... 
....do  ..... 


.do 
..do 
.do 


58,250  00 

80.087  50 

1,152  00 

080,600  00 
With  int. 


...do 

Int.at8p.c 

....do 

8,520  77 

ZntatOp.o. 


TotaL 


82|180  50 


How  diapoeed  of. 


108,250  00 

77,487  50 

1,872  00 

1,882,000  00 


15,880  82 


Disallowed,  April  29,  1882 

Dismiased  for  want  of  proaecn- 
tion.  Jane  4. 1883. 

Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Jariadic- 

tioD,  Jan.  8, 1883. 

Diaallowed,  Nov.  27. 1882 

Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Joriadic- 

tion,  Kar.  10,  1682. 
Diaallowed,  Feb.  9,  1884 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  proaeon- 

tion,  Jane  4, 1883. 
do 


Award,  $250  at  5  p.  ct  ftom  Aag. 

n,  1882 :  made  Jan.  26, 1884. 
Award,  $375  at  5  p.  ct.  from  Aog. 

11, 1862 :  made  Jan.  26, 1884. 
Diamiaaed  for  want  of  JndadiC' 

tion,  Nov.  27. 1882. 
Diaallowed,  Nov.  2, 1883 


Award,  $1,250  at  '5  p.  ct  from 
Aug.  n,  1862 ;  made  Jan.  26, 

Diaallowed,  Feb.  9,  1884 

Diaallowed,  Nov.  16, 1883 , 


Amoant  allowed. 


PrinoipaL 


$250  90 
375  00 


1,250  00 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  proaeon- 

tion,  June  4. 1883. 

Dinallowed.  Feb.  9, 1884 

Diamiaaed  for  want  of  proi«eott* 

tin),  June 4, 1883. 


Caae  withdrawn  by  agent  of  the 
French  Republic,  May  28, 1883. 


Intereat. 


$270  48 
405  72 


1, 352  41 


Diaallowed,  Dec.  11,  1882. 


Award,  $500  at  5  p.  ct  from  Aug. 

11, 1862 ;  made  Jan.  26, 1884. 
DiaaUowed,  Oct  23, 1883 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  proaecu* 

tion,  Jane  4, 1883. 
Diamiaaed  for  want  of  juriadic. 

tion,  December  18, 1882. 
Diamiaaed  'for  want  of  proaecn* 

tion,  Jane  4, 1888. 
Diaallowed,  October  23, 1888 


Award,  $4,500  at  5  p.  c.  fh>m  Apr. 

1, 1864 ;  made  Nov.  2. 1888. 
Award,  $4,500  at  5  p.  o.  from  Apr. 

1, 1864 ;  mado  Nov.  2, 1888. 
Diamiaaed  for  want  of  Jnriadio- 

tion,  May  5, 1883. 

Diaallowed,  March  20. 1884 


Award,  $8,400  at  5  p.  c  fh>m  Mar. 
1,1865;  made  Jan.  3,  1888. 

Award,  $100  at  5  p.  o.  from  Jan.  1, 

1864 ;  made  Oct  13, 1883. 
Diaallowed.  February  16, 1884  . .. 


Diamiaaed  for  want  of  proaecu' 

tion,  June  4,  1883. 
do 


Diaallowed,  March  1, 1884 


500  00 


4.500  00 
4,500  00 


8,400  00 
100  00 


540  96 


Total. 


$520  48 
780  72 


2,602  41 


4.500  00 
4.500  00 


8,244  44 


10128 


1,040  96 


9,000  00 
9,000  00 


6,644  44 


201  28 
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No.  *     Name  of  claimftnt. 


Character  of  claim. 


Arose  when. 


€92  I 

•93 

«M 

005 

608 

697 


Joseph  Dufaut 

Adeline  Blanohin 

Guillanme  A.  Colgnet. 

Elise  Locoal 

Josephine  L.  Solari . . . 


700 
701 

702 

703 

704 

705 

706 

707 
708 

709 

710 

711 

712 

713 

714  I 
716  ! 

! 

716  I 

717  I 

718  ! 
719 
720 
721 
722  I 
723 

724 

725 

726 
727 


Jean  Marie  Arrillon 
and  Gabriel  Perissln. 

Emile  Barbazan  and 
Jales  Barbazan. 

Pierre  Lajausse 


Jean  Pierre  Eroarros. 
Mrs.  Sarah  Ceri. 


Mrs.  Remy  Serrot,  tu- 
trix. 

Henri  Comte  de  Saint 
Roman. 

Lonise  Antoine  Mfih 
Vidal. 

Goddard  Brothers 

Theophile  Dentreix . . . 

J.  and  J.  Prom  ScCo,. 
Loois  Nana 


Arrest  and  imprisonment  by  Col. 
Hadlock. 

Tttxes  assessed  by  TJ.  S.  authori- 
ties. 

Horses  taken  by  T7.  S.  anthorities . 

Males,  suf^ar,  &c.,  taken  by  XJ.  S. 
anthorities. 

House  destroyed  by  U.  S.  author- 
ties. 

Cotton,  cloth,  &e,,  taken  by  U.  S. 
authorities. 

Orchard,  fen6es,  Slc.,  destroyed 
bj'  U.  S.  authorities. 

Cotton,  schooner,  &c.,  taken  by 
U.  S.  authorities. 

Cattle,  &o.,  taken  by  Gen.  Banks  . 

Merchandise,  ifec.,  destroyed  by 
Gen.  Banks,  &,c. 

Truck  taken  by  U.  S.  troops 


May  30. 1862. 

Jan.,    1865 ; 
May.,  1866. 
June  19. 1863 

Oct,  Nov., 

1862. 
June,   1862 ; 
May,  1863. 
1863 


Cotton  taken  by  U.  S 

Cotton  taken  by  CoL  Coates . 


Mrs.  Caroline  Joseph. 

Fran90is  de  Amae 

Honora    Pioheloupe, 

adm'r. 
Benoit  Caaandebat — 

Marie  A.  L.  G6ray — 

Charon  uid  Damaine . 
Dennis  Cbampy 


do 

Pierre  Lavidalie 


Raymond  Housty 

do ! 

I 

Bernard  Sorbet ! 

Auffuste  &  L6on  Fer-  I 

rfer.  I 

M.  Sommaritelli | 


Charles  J.  Dubois  — 


Joseph  Longe 
J.  C.  Jagon... 


S.  G.  Follein. 
L.M6rie 


Seventy  casks  of  brandy  taken 

from  "Circassian." 
Property  taken,  and  arrest  and 

imprisonment. 
Alconol  taken  by  Dr.  MoConnic. . 
Bakery  destroyed  by  U.  &  troops 

Hides,  .&c.,  taken  by  Gen.  Buiks. 

Goods,  &o.,  taken  by  6«n.  Dow. . . 

Cotton  taken  by  Gen.  Banks 

Horsed,  &c.,  taken  by  Gren.  Banks. 

Destruetion  of   house  by  Col. 

Smith  et  al. 
Cattle,  &o.,  taken  by  U.  8.  troops . . 
Injury  to  and  loss  of  services  of 

his  daughter  by  act  of  U.  S. 

pickets. 
Bay  mare  killed  by  G«n.  Smith. . . 
Wine  taken  with  vessel  "Pole- 

grin,"  Sec. 
Cotton  taken  by  Adjutant  Sims.. 

Money  and  goods  taken  by  V.  S. 
troops.  « 

Contents  of  barber-shop  taken  by 
G^n.  Brown. 

Cotton,  corn,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Banks. 

Cotton  seized  by  U.  S.  under  Gen- 
eral Orders  No.  5. 

Illegal  taxes  levied  by  Gen.  But- 
ler. 

Bay  mare  taken  by  Gen.  Butler. . . 

Liquors,  &c.,  taken  by  Gen. 
Brown. 

House,  &c.,  destroyed  by  U.  S. 
man-of-war  "Exeter." 

Detention  of  vessels  "The  Pil- 
grim," Ac,  by  U.  S.  S.  "Brook. 
Ivn." 


Jan.  10, 1865 

Apr.  28, 1862 

July,  1863... 
June,  186S... 

July   10   to 
Aug.,  1864. 
Apr.,  1865... 

Aug.,  1863.. 

About  Anr., 

1862. 
Apr.,  1865  . . 

Oct  28,  1862. 
July,  1862... 


1862-'63 

....do 

Apr.  16, 1868. 

1863 ^. 

1861-1865... 


...do 

Sept.,  1861. 


Sept  31,1861. 
During  the 
rebellion. 
Mar.  12, 1864. 

Apr.  22, 1863. 

June  3,' 1865  . 

Summer    of 
I      1863. 
I  Apr.,  1865  . . . 

;  Aug.  14,1862. 

May,1862... 
June  8, 1665  . 

I 

Mar.  7, 1863.. 
July  2, 1861.. 


Arose  t( 


Plaquemlne 

New  Orlean 

Thlbodeauz 

St  Jamea  F 

East  Carroll 

Bayou  Z«a  F 

Jefferson  Pi 

Orleans  Pai 

St  John  Ba] 
Donaldaoav 

McDottoghi 

Mon  tg  o  m 

Charleatoi 

Kingston,  1^ 

On  the  high 

St.  John  Ba 

ish,  La. 
New  Orleaoi 
Donaldsonvi 

Yermillionv 

Fort  Jaekao 

IberU  Paris 

La  Fayette] 

Padnoah,  K] 


do  .. 
do  . 


Near  Padnc 
Mouth  of  M 

Near  Booai 

La. 
Opelonaas,  I 

Brownsville 

Louisiana . . 

Mobile,  Ala 

New  Orlean 


do  .... 

Brownsville 

Bayou  Batoi 

Mouth  of  M 


Total. 
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1^1 


Amonnt  claimed. 


PrmcipaL 


1800  00 

12,960  54 

800  00 

38^280  00 

13,937  50 

7,780  00 

4,800  00 

48,700  00 

5,SS4M 
42,000  00 

1,700  00 

487,100  00 

14,232  00 

8,28175 

5,000  00 


Interest. 


Int.«i6p.c. 


— do 

....do 

....do 

. . .  .do 

do 

....do 

...do 

— do 
....do 


....do  .... 
....do  .... 

do 

With  int.. 
Int.  at  6  P.O. 


a;  888  00. ...do 

411 00  With  int... 

18,MO0O  $HS06  OQ 

4,500  00 With  int... 

8,800  00  IntkfttOp.o. 

1,833  SO  With  int... 

.do 


1,847  00 

1.846  00 
3,375  00 


150  00 
5. 000  00 

2,100  00 

1,070  00 

1,706  00 


38^350  00 
750  00 


....do 
....do 


...do 
...do 


Total. 


With  int. 


29,305  00  Inl  at  6  p.  c. 


With  int.. 
Int.at6p.  c. 


975  00* do 

8^250  00      8,ie2  89 

MO  00lntat6p.c. 

lux  27 


rr,m,i5i  27 


^146  00 


11, 412  80 


How  disposed  ot 


Award,  $350  at  5  p.  c.  from  Apr. 
1, 1864 ;  made  Nov.  9,  1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  proseca- 
tion,  June  4.  1883. 

Award,  ^0  at  5 j>.  o.  from  Apr. 
1. 1864 :  made  June  26,  1883. 

Award,  $3,360  at  5  p.  c.  from  Not. 
1. 1863 ;  made  Feb.  23, 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Jurisdic- 
tion, Mar  5,  1884. 

Disallowed,  February  9, 1884 


Amount  allowed. 


Principal.;  Interest,  i    Total 


$350  00 


$350  00"      $700  00 


200  00, 
3,360  00' 


100  00 
3.429  50 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4,  1883. 

Application  to  file  memorii^  re- 
jected, November  19, 1881. 

do 

Disallowed,  December  15, 1883. . . 


Disallowed,  February  9, 1884. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion, June  4,  1883. 
do 


Application  to  file  memorial  re- 

iected,  November  19, 1881. 
Disallowed,  Nov.  2, 1883 


Disallowed,  Mar.  1,1884 

Application  to  file  memorial  re- 
jected, Nov.  19, 1881. 

Award,  $105  at  5  p.  ct.  lot  from 
Apr.  1, 1864 ;  made  Oct.  80, 1883. 

Application  to  file  memorial  re- 
jected, Nov.  19.  1881. 

Award,  $200  at  7  p.  ct  int  f^om 
Apr.  1, 1864 ;  made  Oct.  23, 1883. 

Award,  $350  at  5  pb  ot.  int  from 
Mar.  1,1864;  made  June  4, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  prosecu- 
tion. June  4, 1883. 

Application  to  file  memorial  re- 
jected, Nov.  19, 188L 


do 


Disallowed.  Dec  6, 1882 


Application  to  file  memorial  re- 
jected Nov.  19, 1881. 
do 


Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct  int  from 
July  1, 1865;  made  Oct  30, 1883. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion. May  5, 1883. 

Disallowed,  Feb.  23, 1884 


105  00 


900  00 
36(0  00 


400  OO 
6,789  50 


105  00 


200  00 
351  48 


300  00 


Disallowed,  Feb.  9, 1884 


do 


Award,  $300  at  5  p.  ct  int  from 
Jnlv  1, 1865;  made  Feb.  9, 1884. 

Application  to  file  memorial  re- 
jected, Nov.  19, 1881. 

Application  to  file  memorial  re- 
jected. May  15, 1882. 


800  00 


210  0<^ 


400  OO 
701  ia 


281  26        681  26 


281  26 


319, 605  02  305, 971  33 


581  26 


625,566  35 
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No. 


1 
2 

s 

4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
11 

12 
13 
14 
16 

le 

17 

18 
19 


IfMne  of  olAlmant. 


Inao  Taylor.: 

Peter  Piaggio 

Celina  Anne  Renaid. 

William  C.  Tripler . . 

Jean  B.  Pinchard,  ad- 

m'r. 
John  J.  Kreig 

H.  E.  Woodhonie. . . . 

Bdward  F.  Dickinson 

William  H.  Frear  ... 
Bamond  M.  Monlton . . 
BonaTentnra    Dolhe- 

g«y- 

William  Ogden  Giles 
Arizona  Mining  Co. . . 

Francois  Tamiet 

Thomas  Hasaon 

Gtoorge  Goodmm 

Willastnn  &  Datton. 

Samael  L.  M.  Barlow 

The  Amerioan  &  Mex- 
ican Steamship  Co. 


Character  of  clslm. 


7,900  barrels  of  petroleum  seised 

by  French  vessel  **  D'Bstaing." 
Groceries,     Ac,    destroyed    oy 

French  troops. 
Board  and  lodging  supplied  by 

command  of  mayor  of  Nancy, 

France. 
Steamer    "Anahaao"  taken  by 

Admiral  Bnotte. 

Coffee-house  destroyed  by  France . 

Destruction     of    property     by 

French  authorities. 
Seizure  of  *'Milo"  by  French 

man*of-war  "  Magellan." 
Property  destroyed   by  French 

titMps. 

Loss  on  contracts  with  French 
Government,  d&c, 

Loss  of  property  through  French 
authorities. 

Loss  caused  by  French  authori- 
ties, and  seizure  of  brig '  'Basco. ' ' 

Factory,  &c.,  destroyed  by 
French  authorities. 

Powder  taken  by  steamer  "Dia- 
mante." 

Illegal  imprisonment  by  French 
authorities. 

'  'A^ahnac ' '  and ' '  Teressa  **  seized 
by  Admiral  Boutte. 

Powder  taken,  &c.,  bv  French 

steamer  "Diamante.* 
Detention  of  vessel  ^'Wm.  M. 

Richardson*"    Ac,  by  French 

man-of-war  "Diamante." 
Breach  of  contract  by  French 

Government. 
do 


Arose  when. 


Oct  17, 1870 
1864 


Aug.,  1870,  to 
July    3,1871. 

Mar.  0.1864. 


Mar.  6, 1871.. 
Sept.,  1870  .. 
Oct  8. 1868.. 

Sept  18, 1870, 
to  Feb.  19, 
1871. 

1870  and  1871 


1870. 


Dec.,  1864, 
and  Oct  20 
1866. 

Sept  1, 18110 

Oct  30, 1864 

1871 

Mar.  6, 1864. 

Oct,  1864... 
.  ...do 


Feb.  28, 1871. 
Apr.  16, 1865. 


Arose  where. 


Onhfgh 
MatamoroB,  Mexico. 
Nancy,  France 


Off  Acapnloo,  Mexico. 


Paris,  France 

Lagray,  France...... 

On  high  seas 

Chatenay,  France 


France  

Paris,  France. 


Aoapnico,  Mexico,  and 
on  high 


Pan  tin,  France — 
Gulfof  CalifomU. 

PariSr  France 

Acapulco,  Mexico. 


Colorado  River 
do 


France 
do 


Total 
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Ike  Bepuhlic  of  France, 


Amoant  claimed. 


.Priacipal. 


Interest. 


lis.  191  55  ,  $50,799  04 
5, 700  00         4, 275  00 


390  00 


I 


188  76 


79L682  00  ;lDl.at6p.c 


»,900  00  9,770  00 
1. 972  Oa  1      1, 421  37 

55^701  86  Int.at6p.c 
9. 556  00  I      5.  852  98 


TotaL 


$142. 900  59 

9,975  00 

678  76 


90,760  00 
3,393  37 


How  disposed  of. 


Withdrawn,  Sfay  24,  1883. 
Withdrawn,  Apr.  21, 1881 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prose* 
cution. 

Awaid,  8.414.781  fr.,  at  5  p.  o. 
from  Apr.     1,   1804;  made 
/    Har.  26,  1884. 
Disallowed,  Feb.  16, 1882 


Disallowed.  Dec.  22, 1882 


91.983  00 

1,516  00 

961,650  50 

10.545  00 
66,535  00 
10,000  00 
68,ld2  00 

6^250  00 
3,750  00 

420,000  00 
250,000  00 


560. 747  00 

909  00 

Int.  at  6  p.  0 

7. 740  64 
Int.at6p.c 

....do 

. . . .  do 


15,408  98 

1, 452, 680  00 
2,425  00 


...do 
...do 

...do 
...do 


2.427,544  91 


I 


H.  Ex.  235 


18,285  64 


Disniisiied  for  wfint  of  juris* 

diction.  Har.  11, 1884. 
Disallowed,  Mar.  1, 1884 


Amount  allowed. 


Princi- 
paL 

Franci. 


Interest. 


Franca. 


3, 414. 78i 


Disallowed,  Mar.  26, 18P4. 
Disallowed,  Mar.  20, 1884. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  prose* 
cutiun,  June  4, 1883. 


Disallowed,  Jan.  5, 1884. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Juris* 

diction,  Mar.  11, 1884. 
Disallowed,  May  28, 1883 


Award,  3,414.78^  fr. ,  at  5  p.  c. 
from  Apr.  1.  1864;  made 
Mar.  26. 1884. 

Dismissed  for  want  of  Juris- 
diction, Mar.  11,  IS84. 

do 


Disallowed,  Mar.  26, 1884. 


Dismissed  for  want  of  Juris- 
diction, June  4, 1883. 


Total 


8,414.78^ 


6,829.57 


3, 414. 78i 


ToUl 


Franca. 


6,829.57 


3,414.781     6,829.57 


6,829.57 


13, 659.  H 


13 


^ 
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Exhibit  C. 

COMMISSION  DES  RflCLAMATlONS  FRANCO  AMfilUCAINES. 


fiusK  Lebuf:t 

Ctre 

Lks  I5ta.ts-Uxis 


f:t  •) 

>  Xo.  173. 
xis.  ) 


Opinion  du  Comntisaairti  de  France. 


LA  NATIJUAUSATION  DU   MARI   P0ST<^:RIEUKE   AU   MA^llAGE   KNTRAtNE  T-ELLE  lAtCEA 

SAIUEMENT  CELLE  DE   LA  FEMMSf 

La  r6claination  Lebret  souI^vh  la  question  de  savoir  si  une  feiume  pent  retenir  iin< 
nationaliUS  (lit!((^r«uite  de  cclle  do  sou  mari,  iion  pas  au  moment  du  mariage.—snr  o 
point  Tart.  10  du  code  civil  frauyais  est  formel,  et  la  plupart  des  l^giHlatidns  6ta 
ulisseut  aujourd'hui  avec  lui  quo  la  fenune  qui  spouse  un  Stranger  anit  la  couditioi 
do  fion  mari, — mais  plus  taid,  si  celui-ci  vcuait  k  acqndrir  uue  nationality voo'v^ell 
ct  irapr6vuo  par  la  iemmo  lorsque  cfUe-ci  s'cHt  enga«;6e. 

Mon  honorable  collbgue  cat  d'avis  quo  cette  ilaturalisaliou  post^rieure  entrata 
forc^ment  celle  dc  la  femme,  et  quo  lea  effets  en  sont  les  nidmes  pour  elle  quo  lorscjn'e 
be  mariant  et  en  connaiKHnnco  de  cause  elle  a  acccptd  de  suivro  la  con«iition  d©  so 

rnai'i.     A  I'appui  de  sa  these  il  passe  d'abord  eu  ruvue  ct  oomps&rd 

Examon  de«  lu^is-  (-elle  de  France  lee  diverses  l<5gi8hition8  des  ^tats-Uuis,  de  I'Aiigl^ 

latiou*  diverseH.    ^^^,^^^  ^^^  I'ltalie,  de  la  Russie,  de  la  Prusse  et  de  rEspagne.     II  n 

me  semble  x^as  que  les  citations  qu*il  eu  fournit  soient  toutes  ^galemcnt  coDoltta-xitft 

La  loi  russe  d6clare  il  est  vrai  la  naturalisation  forcde;  mais  1a  h 
S*A^*°T't^'  auglaise  est  ambigtie ;  le  texte  des  lois  prussicuuc  et  espagnole,  con 

de  Pi^H»e"*^  "*^  celui  du  code  tranyais,  no  s'applique  clairemeut  qu'i  la  conditio 

d'^spagbu,  (lii^  mari  au  moment  du  manage;  seule  la  loi  d'ltalie  aborde  U  di!^ 

cult6  mais  no  la  tranche  qu'fi  moitid  et  contre  I'opinioD  de  diod  cd 
16guo,  lorsqu'ello  dit :  Codico  civile,  Lib.  I,  Tit.  I,  Artie.  II,  "la  femme  et  lescnfao^ 

miueui's  de  celui  qui  a  perdu  la  nationality  (italtenne)  devienueC 
d'ltalie.  6trangers  b,  moins  quMIs  n'aient  continue  h  rdsider  dans  le  Royaum^ 

Qu^il  s'agisse  de  la  perte  de  la  nationality  au  momeut  du  manage  ou  poat^rienrenn?^ 
aa  mariage  la  femme  et  lea  enfants  italiens,  ne  sont  done  pas  forc6ment  naturalisd^ 
la  suite  du  pere;  ils  peuveut  dviter  de  I'otre  on  continuant  i\  rtSsider  eu  Italie ;  m^ 
comme  d'autre  part  le  Code  italien  ainsi  que  tons  les  autres  impose  ^  la  femme  I'ob  -• 
gation  de  rdsider  avec  son  mari,  il  s'ensuit  que  la  8(^paration  de  nationality  ne  dc^ 
pouvoir  s*<Stablir  qu'avec  le  cousentemeut  de  ce  dernier, ,et  que  c'eat  seulementn^ 
facility  qu*on  a  entendu  m^Snager  dans  la  pratique  aux  nombreusea  families  ItalienD-- 
qui  dmigrent  {\  Tdtranger. 

Quant  h  la  loi  amdricaine  elle  fonniitdes  argnmentsdans  lesdei^ 

Loi     am6riraine,    sens. 

aerait  plutflt  fa-       ^^^  j,.  juge  Aldis  nous  dit :  '^  The  United  States  has  no  law  upc: 

d*6p?udimco  do    ^^'^  subject  of  American  women  who  mawy  foreigners,  and  does  n^ 

la  femme.  say  they  shall  or  shall  not  follow  the  nationality  of  their  husbaudi^ 

Mais  si  sur  ce  point  connno  siir  beaucoup  d'autres  il  n'y  a  pas  de  U 
^crite  aux  fit.its-Unis,  la  coutume  y  consacre,  plus  que  par  tout  ailleors,  cela  est  n-^ 
tolre,  le  iirincipe  de  I'inddpendance  et  des  droits  personnels  de  la  femme;  nou  scnltf 

ment  il  y  est  admis  que  la  femme  am6ricaine,  en  contractant  m^ 

Cranch'9  Circnit    riage  ne  jierd  pas  sa  nationality  amdricaine,  mais  encore  le  droit  •^ 

Court  Repoils,    ^^  natnraliser  de  son  propre  chef  et  sans  le  cousentemeut  de  son  m^ 

Wemlell's    Rep.,    l"i  a <5t6  reconnu  en  plusienrs  occasions:    (Washiugtou  Circuit  Courr 

XVI, p.  617.     *    December,  ld6t);   Mariauue  Pic;   New  York  Supreme  Court,  18^ 

Priests  ra.  Cummiugs.) 
An  surplus,  la  loi  ou  la  coutume  am6rieaiue  utile  i\  consulter  pourT^tudAdelaqa 
tion  ne  saurait  i)as  plus  que  celles  d'Anglcterre,  d'ltalie  ou  de  Prusso  faire  autorit6  p^ 
la  rdsoudre,  et  je  lui  demande  la  permission  de  la  remarquer  en  passant,  c'est  Vi 


capitale  de  mon  honorable  collogue  de  prdtondre  eu  faired<Spendre  la  decision  que  n-* 
Bommes  appel6s  h  rendre  aujourd'hui.  Continuant  ^  chercher  ses  x)reuvc«  dan^a 
legislation  amiSricaine,  il  iuvoque  la  loi  qui  r^gle  la  naturalisation  et  au  nom  da  p:^ 
cipe  incontestable  que  chaque  <Stat  a  le  droit  de  l<$gif6rer  souverainement  chez  In:^ 
de  determiner  les  conditions  en  vertu  de«quelles  on  y  acquiert  la  nationalit-e,  iL 
conclut  que  du  momeut  oil  cette  loi  declare  que  la  femme  de  Pdtranger  natii 

"    0  la  decision  est  finale,  et  qu'aucnn  Gouvernemei 


auidricain  devient  amdricaine  la  decision  est  finale,  et  qu'aucnn  Gouvernement 
rien  ^  y  voir.     Cost  i 
que  sur  les  porsonnes 


rien  ^  y  voir.     Cost  rdsoudre  la  question  par  la  question.     Un  ^tat  ne  pent  Wgifi^^ 

sonnes  qui  lui  appartienuent  et  qu'^  partir  du  moment  oh  elles  mi    <^J 
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mt;  or,  nous  doua  trouvons  ici  en  priSseiice  criin  ix'SHortiHSiint  fran^ais  qui 
pr  frangais,  appt-l^s  ii  decider  s'il  a  on  ii'a  pas  ali^Sn^  la  quality  de  fran9ais« 
>ao  coonaltro  avaut  tout  ce  que  peuse  do  lui  la  ]oi  frHn9ai8c. 
I  lui  et  ^  la  justice  frau^aiMO  seulos  quo  nous  devons  nous  ^a  l^i  franpaiae 
pour  savoir  si  une  frangaise,  si  la  dame  Lebret,^a  ali<5ud  oo  "^."'f  P*'"td6t6r. 
[ea  droit-s  de  sa  natioDalit6  d'origine.  peiiiarine^  **  d'un 

« Napol6ou  est  ninet  h  cet  6f^ard,  et  la  question  est  coutro-     i-eAortiMjuintfi-an- 
3ans  Topiuion  do  iurisconsultes  duiincuts,  I'art.  19  s*appliquo     9<^>'>- 
;  ii  la  "coudition^' dn  mari  couuue  lors  du  manage;  11  no  Loi   fmn^alse  pas 
•8  cbangements  que  cette  condition  pourrait  subir  par  suite     P)"*  cl^oiMveque 
ainations  postdrieures  du  mari,  et  quo  la  feninio  6tait  dans  -  ^^'i  »"»<■»• 
ilit6  de  pr^voir  lorsqu'elle  a  donn6  son  couj^eulement  au     ,?ovA46e-2t^^^^ 
lis  sontienuent  que  la  nationality  est  porsonnclle  et  ne  piMit    orlodeupr6«cace! 
^^e  que  pa(  nn  acte  de  la  volont^pi^rsounellc  de  Tun  comme 
<Spoux;  rdpondant  eufin  ii  Tobjection  tirde  de  la  situation  anorniale  qu'une 
I  de  nationality  cr^erait  dans  la  famille,  ils  nssimilcnt  cette  situation  iicelle 
La  diifi^rence  de  religion,  par  la  separation  do  biens. 

imp^riale  de  Douai  8*est  prouonc^^e  dans  co  sens  dans  rafTairo  Hauel,  C. 
loat  ia58: 

lu  en  droit  que  si  aux  termes  de  Part.  19  du  code  Napoldon  la  fomme  frangaise 
quality  et  suit  la  condition  do  son  mari  eu  dpuusant  un  stranger  parce 
lonce  alors  volontairemcnt  h  sa  uartionalit6,  11  en  est  autremont  lorsque  son 
iert  sa  naturalisation  en  pays  stranger;  que  dans  ce  cas  r^jiouse  franyaise 
a  nnalitd  dont  le  fait  peraounel  de  son  mari  n'a  pu  la  priver;*' .  *  *  * 
IS  loin,  poursuivant  ses  consid^Srants,  la  cour  njoute :  ^'Atteiidu  que  la  femme 
3  en  France  de  parents  frangais,  u^i  jamais  cessd  d'habiter  la  France  et  d'y 
*  *  *  distinction  importante  h  noter  etqui  semblcralt  impliquer  la  con- 
ie  plus  Laut  du  code  italien. 

>isans  de  I'unit^  de  nationality  all^guent  le  vieus  principe  nui  fait  du  marl 
le  repr^entant  unique  de  la  famille,  robligation  du  domicile  commnn  un- 
ferame,  les  inconvdniens  que  prd^nteraitau  point  de  vue  de  la  bonne  har- 
re  les  6ponx,  de  Vdducation  et  de  ravenir  des  enfants  une  situation  aussi 
le  celle  d'un  pbre  et  d^ine  m^re  appartenant  h  deux  nationalitds  ditfdrentes 
in  jour  en  guerre  et  enncmies,  etc. ;  ils  out  eux  aussi  des  arrdts  en  leur  fa- 
6t  de  la  chambre  des  requites  du  14  avril  1818.  Arrdt  do  la  cour  do  Motz 
1826. 

clioisir  entre  les  deux  tliiSories  et  comme  on  le  voit,  la  loi  frangaise  laisse 
9  point  de  droit  et  no  rdsout  pas  plus  la  difficult^  qne  la  loi  amdrlcaine. 
«  ces  legislations  6galement  incertaines  peut-oo  tirer  une  p„  ^^  j-Aple  Inter- 
temationale  T   £videmmcnt  non,  et  je  m'^toune,  je  I'avoue.        natioiiale. 
9n  honorable  collogue  roclierchor  la  loi  pnbliquo  lltou  ii  La  question  no 
s  de  lois  particuli^ros.  pentetre  r6»olije 

tion  etant  insoluble  en  droit,  c'est  done  "en  dquit^S"  que     quen  ••  ©quit*," 
18  la  decider  et  d*apr^s  les  circonstances  de  fait, 
les  sent  ces  circonstances  f 

le  Lebret,  d'apr6s  Tacte  de  narssance  qui  figtire  aa  dossier, 
5  mars  1809,  k  Alzey,  depart ement  du  Mont-Tonnerre,  prov-  Fails, 

lanea,  qui  faisait  alors  partie  de  I'Empire  fractals. 

venue  aux  £tats-Unis  &  une  <Spoque  indetermineo  ;  ant<Srlouremont  k  1841 
labile  k  Bayou  Sara,  dans  la  Louisiane,  oil  elle  avait  nn  magasin  de  lingerie, 
ril  1841  elle  dpousa,  ii  la  Nouvello-Orldans,  Pierre  Lebret,  fran^ais,  r^sidant 
dans  la  Louihiane.  Pierre  Lebret  posnddait  5,000  dollars  ;  elle  aporta  dans 
aut6  la  yaleur  de  son  magasin,  plus  une  somme  de  1,300  dollars.  Imni^- 
apr^  son  manage  elle  alta  vivre  avec  son  mari  sur  la  paroisse  de  West 
oil  le  sr.  Lebret  forma  une  plantation  au  milieu  des  bois,  uomm<Se  Faucy 

nois  anparavant,  cVst-^-dlre  le  19  ddcembre  1840,  Lebret  avait  fiiit  une 
idclaration  d'intentiou  d'adopter  la  nationality  amiSricaiue.  Douna-t-il 
ce  &  sa  future  de  cette  d-marche  si  im])ortante  pour  I'aveuir  du  mduago, 
endaut  ses  objections,  la  lui  a-t-il  cacli^e  f    On  ue  le  dit  pas  ;  quoiqu'il  on 

trois  ann^es  r^Tolues,  le  23  mai  1844  11  comxddta  sa  naturalisation.  II  est 
79  citoyen  am^ricain. 

Lebret  affirme  qu'elle  n'a  pas  consentit,  en  ce  qui  la  concemait,  k  la  natura- 

son  mari ;  qu'elle  a  toujours  protest6  de  son  intention  de  roster  frangaise  et 
8  les  moyens  en  son  pouvoir  pour  conserver  sa  nationality  d'origitie;  d,  cet 

octobre  18fi2,  elle  s'est  fait  d61ivrerpar  le  Vice-Consul  de  France  &  UAton 
x>yen  am^ricain  pen  au  courant  des  r^glements  consulaires  frau^ais,  nn  cer- 
statant  qu'elle  6tait  *'n6e  h  Metz,  diSpartementde  la  Moselle,"  et  qu'un  sa 
i  fran^aise  elle  avait  droit  h  la  protection  du  Gouverncment  fraupais.     Ce 
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certificat  ^st  incorrect  et  iucomplet.    On  voit  que  Vagent  consiili^iire  le  Ini  a  d< 
•ur  sa  simple  declaration  et  sans  qii'elle  lui  ait  monti-6  son  acte  de  uaissauce. 
craignit  saUB  doute,  ^  tort  d'ailleuru,  quo  la  conntata.tion  de  sa  naisHance  snr  nn 
toiren'apparfenantplus  ^  la  Frauce  ne  fit  qnelqne  difficult^  4  la  d^Iivrance  du 
ficat,  qniau  surplus  ue  prouve  rien,  ni  ponr.ni  coiitre  la  nationality. 

Le  2:^  Janvier  1872,  pour  se  conformer  aux  stipulations  du  traits  entro  la  Frai 
PAIlemagne,  la  dame  Lebret  opta  en  favour  de  la  natiunalit^  fran^aise  au  Consu 
France  ii  la  Nouvelle-Orl^ans. 

Cet  expobd  des  faits  donne  lieu  h  plus  d^ine  observation. 

La  femnie  Lebret  a-telle  bien  i^nor6  au  moment  de  son  mariage  les  projet-s  d 
futtir  mari  T  Admettons  que  celni-ci  les  Ini  ait  d'abord  caches  ;  la  natnralisatic 
compile,  elle  Ta  certainement  cnnnne;  c'dtuit  apr^H  trois  ans  de  mariage,  lorsq 
disposition  aux  concessions  mutuelles  dan.H  un  jeune  manage  commence  ^  s'am* 
la  d^couverte  d'ailleurs  d'avoir  6t6  trompde  n'dtait  pas  denature  i  la  pr^di^pose 
condescend ance;  Tacte  de  1644  lui  fonrnissait  I'occasion  de  manifester  et  de  for 
son  opposition.  Elle  Ta  fait,  dit  elle,  et  s'est  exprim6e  fortement  k  ce  sujet  ei 
sienrscirconstances;  niais  de  biuiples  propos,  des  objurgations  conjugales  rappeU 
bont  de  trcnte  anndes  ne  sont  pas  nne  preuve ;  on  ne  pent  admettre  comme  p 
qn^ine  d<5marche  legale,  une  protestation  en  forme ;  cette  protestation  la  femme  I 
ponvait  la  faire,  soit  devant  I'autorit^  am^ricaine,  eoit  au  consulat  de  France ; 
n'est  qu'au  bout  de  18  ans  qu'elle  sVn  a  vise,  la  deuxieme  ann^i*  de  la  guerre  civile,  lo 
les  troupes  f^d^rales  reprennent  possession  dela  Louisiane,  que  la  plantation  de  1 
Point  est  menae^e  et  que  la  nationality  am^ricaine  de  son  mari,peut-6tre  sesopi 
Budites  peuvent  lui  procurer  des  ddsagriSinenrs.  Cette  revendication  de  la  natioi 
frau9aiBe  est  un  pen  tardive.  Je  ne  meutionne  que  pour  m^moii-e  Facte  d'opti 
1872;  il  nVst  que  la  consequence  de  la  position  prise  en  18(52,  c'est  le  canict^ 
Facte  de  1862  qu'il  importe  surtont  d'appi^cier ;  or  cet  acte  ne  nve  semble  paa  s^i 
pas  pins  dans  la  forme  qu'au  fond.  Je  tCy  vois  qu'un  expedient.  II  est  trop 
qu'on  a  asfez  volontiern,  sinon  volontaiiement,  subi  la  nationality  americaine  tai 
celle-ci  a  6t6  profitable  et  qn^elle  presentait  des  avantages,  et  qu'ou  s'est  souve 
la  nationaIit6  fran^aise  uniquement  lorsque  la  naturalisation  americaine  a  amei 
inconv^nients,  et  qn'on  iuvoque  cette  Datioualite^seule  fin  de  protdger  lemari  a 
cain  et  les  biens  de  la  communante. 

Je  ne  voudrais  pas  toucher  &  la  question  de  Pesprit  de  retour.  Le  Code  Civil 
gais  accorde  une  tr^s  large  marge  ii  I'esprit  de  retour.  II  faut  cependant  bi 
tracer  nne  limite  quelconque  sous  peine  de  declarer  veines  le-s  dispositions  de 
17,  mais  c'est  nn  point,  n'en  d^plaise  encore  h.  mon  honorable  colJJ*gue,  que  les  conn 
Raises  senles  ont  quality  pour  definir ;  anssi  tout  en  reservant  express^ment  leui 
petence  et  sans  que  cela  puisse  tirer  k  consequence  me  bornerai-je  k  remarque 
la  revendication  de  la  natioualite  franyaise  par  la  femme  Lebret,  ne  paratt  unlh 
accompagnee  d^iucune  manifestation  d^ntentiou  de  rentrer  en  France  ni  avant 
ni  depuis  cette  epoque  oil  la  mort  de  son  mari  Ta  rendue  libre.  II  y  a  1^  un  fait 
il  faut,  an  moins  moralement,  teiiir  compte. 

Je  me  resume: 

Dans  Tafiaire  qui  nous  est  soumise,  le  point  de  droit  me  semble  impossible  h  et; 
Les  legislations  etrangbres,  sauf  celle  d'ltalie,  fournissent  peu  de  renseignements  i 
la  legislation  americaine  se  contredit ;  la  pretention  de  mon  collogue  de  decide: 
quement  d'apr^  celle-ci  du  statut  personnel  d'un  ressortissant  tTan9ais  est  coni] 
ment  inadmissible;  quant  h,  la  ioi  frauyaise,  qui  seule  serait  decisive,  elle  ne  m 
nonce  pas ;  par  suite  de  I'insuflisauco  dos  legislations  particuli^res,  il  n'y  a  p 
T^gle  interuationale.  C'est  pourquoi,  laissant  de  c6te  la  discussion  theorique  et  le 
de  vue  legal  controverse,  je  necrois  pas  qu'on  pAiSvSo  juger  autrement  qn'en  "eqi 
et  uniquement  d'aprtis  les  circoustanres  de  fait.  Or,  il  me  paralt  infiuimeut  pro 
que  la  femme  Lebret,  en  ep^nsaut  son  mari,  a  connu  son  intention  de  se  faire  ns 
User  americain;  dans  tons  les  can,  ella  a  beneticie  duraut  de  longnes  anneea  de 
naturalisation;  les  interfets  ponr  lesqucls  elle  reclame  aujourd^hui  en  sont  le  1 
tout  en  invoquant  la  protection  de  la  Frauce  pour  ces  inrerdts  fonci^rement  a 
cains,  elle  n'a  manifeate  aucune  disposition  h  se  rattacher  d'une  mani^re  effectiv 
m^re  patrie,  que  depuis  40  ans  elle  ue  Va  servie  en  aucune  maui^re,  ni  en  lui 
nissant  des  citoyens  an  cas  oil  elle  a  en  des  enfants,  ni  en  coutribuant  k  sea  in 
Jo  ne  la  declare  pas  denationalisee,  je  n'en  aurais  d'ailleurs  pas  le  droit,  mais 
considdre  pas  la  France  comme  tenue  de  proteger  indefiniment  une  nattonalite 
platoniqne,  sije  puis  m'exprimer  do  la  sorte,  ni  d'engager  son  action  en  favenr  d 
ressortissauts  et  de  tels  iuter6ts.  Ku  con:$equence,  j'ecarte  la  reclamation  de  1^ 
Lebret. 

L.  DK  GEOFR< 
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Exhibit  D. 
french  and  american  claims  commission. 

£li8e  Lebret 

r.  >No.  173, 

The  United  States. 

The  opinion  of  the  UuUed  SiateB  CowrniMsiohtrj  May  22,  XS^2.      ^ 

THE  FACTS. 

1.  t]m  Lebret  was  born  at  Metz  24th  March,  1809. 

2.  She  was  married  to  Pierre  Lebret  at  Now  Orleans,  La.,  April  i:?,  1841. 

3.  It  does  not  appear  when  she  came  to  America,  bnt  kIio  was  settled  at  BayonSara, 
^,  and  had  a  milliner's  shop  there  before  she  was  mamed — before  April,  1841. 

4.  Pierre  Lebret  came  to  America  at  least  as  carl.v  as  I8i^7,  as  he  took  his  ftrst  step 
^^nataralizaiicm  on  the  19th  day  of  December,  1840;  that  is,  declared  his  intention 
^o  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  (see  p.  64  );  and  he  must  have  been  three 
^^rg  in  the  country  before  he  conld  take  that  first  step. 

^.  He  declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  in  '*  open 
^urt^al  West  Feliciana  19th  December,  1840,  and  took  the  second  step  perfecting 
*^*^  naturalization  on  the  23d  May,  1844. 

Xtthns  appears  that  he  made  his  declaration  of  hisintontionto  become  a  citizen  of 

^*^«  United  States  December  19,  1840,  four  months  before  hi8  marriage  to  the  memorialist 

P-*^  the  13th  April,  1841.     She  doubtless  knew  that  he  had  made  sach  declaration  of 

'^^ention  when  she  married  hiiA,  and  her  statement  in  her  amended  memorial  (p.  7) 

^^^-st  "when  she  marrriod  him  he  had  never  taken  any  steps  to  naturalize''  is  shown 

**^  the  record  to  be  untrne. 

e.  Pierre  Lebret  died  May  15,  1879     (P.  33.) 

^      "7.  From  the  time  they  came  to  America  (between  1837  and  1840)  up  to  the  pre^- 

""       t  time  (1882)  they  have  for  forty-five  years  resided  in  America ;  have  never  returned 

France  or  shown  any  intention  to  return  there  ;  have  bought  and  owned  two  plan- 

^ione,  viz :  Fancy  Point  of  ftOO  acres  of  improved  land  (pp.  33,  34,  62),  and  Mulberry 

Til,  two  or  three  miles  from  Port  Hudson  (p.  55).  and  kept  the  largest  wood-yard  on 

<  Mississippi  River  (p.  55).     Since  the  death  of  Pierre  Lebret,  about  three  years  ago, 

ie*bas  continued  t«  live  in  America,  and  has  not  expressed  any  intention  of  return- 

^  to  France. 

^.  That  memorialist  claims  that  she  objected  to  Lebret's  getting  naturalized,  and 
Id  him  she  would  remain  French.    On  the  25th  October,  1862,  she  claimed  to  be  a 
^Yench  citizen  before  the  French  vice-consul  at  Baton  Rouge,  and  ou  the22d  January, 
^"372,  she  so  claimed  again  before  the  French  consul  at  New  Orleans. 

Elise  Lebret  claims  that  she  is  a  French  citizen.    If  upon  these  facts  she  is  not  a 
-vench  citizen  we  must  dismiss  her  claim. 
The  United  States  con nsel  claims: 

1.  That  as  she  was  married  and  has  resided  in  the  United  States  since  1841,  and  as 
«r  husband  became  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States  in  1844  (though  after 

arriaee),  and  so  remained  till  his  death,  in  1879,  she  by  operation  of  the  United 
^tesTaw  became  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States,  althongh  she  did  not 
<»naent  to  her  husband's  naturalization,  and  always  objected  to  becoming  herself  an 
iDfrican  citizen;  and  that  having;  thus  become  by  naturalization  an  American  citl- 
in  8be  thereby  lost  her  French  citizenship  pursuant  to  the  17th  article  of  the  civil 
"^  wde  of  France. 
_  This  raises  the  question,  tlie  hnsband  and  wife  being  French  by  birth,  bnt  marry- 
^"Ugaad  ever  after  living  in  the  United  States,  and  he  after  marriage  and  without  her 
"^^Ddent  becoming  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  is  the  express  law  of  the  United 
"Stareg,  which  makes  her  citizenship  follow  that  of  her  husband,  though  without  her 
"^onwjDt,  valid  by  international  law  ? 

2.  He  fnrther  claims  that  if,  under  such  circumstances,  she  is  an  American  citizen 
«y  United  States  law  and  a  trench  citizen  by  French  law,  then,  by  public  law,  she 

[  ■«  a  citizen  of  the  country  where  she  peniianently  resides,  and  the  law  of  citizenship 

L  "^f  that  country  is  paramount,  and  determines  her  citizenship  so  long  as  she  continues 

Ir  ^oruside  in  it;  and  therefore  this  tribunal  must  hold  her  to  be  an  American  citizen. 

^  3.  That,  upon  the  facts  appearing  of  record,  she  is  not  in  equity  and  justice  entitled 

m  ^0  he  regarded  as  a  French  citizen,  or  as  having  any  right  to  demand  the  intervention 

m  ^f  the  Fri^nch  Government  ou  her  behalf. 

■  .  .^^"(^re  considering  these  questions  it  is  well  to  refer  to  some  settled  and  ii\dvft\i\it«L- 

■  *'« principles  of  public  law  whith  have  a  direct  beariiiji  cii  tbvt-e  i\\Afe\u>\^^. 
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I. 

It  is  tho  rin;ht  of  every  nation  to  prescribe  by  law  the  terme  and  conditions  qpoi 
which,  and  the  i-ules  and  forms  of  proceeding  through  which  foreiguets  may  becom* 
its  citizens.  These  are  the  laws  of  naturalization.  It  is  essential  to  the  independ 
ence  and  sovereijjnty  of  a  state  that  its  right  to  determine  Ijor  itself  how  foreignei 
may. become  its  citizens  shall  be  held  sacred,  and  shall  not  be  questioned  by  any  othe 
state.  In  matters  of  naturalization  no  state  can  dictate  to  another  any  law,  or  an; 
special  mode  of  xiroceediug  to  become  naturalized,  or  interfere  with  the  la^sor  meth 
ods  adopted  by  another,  or  question  the  validity  or  modify  the  effects  of  the  exercis 
of  those, sovereign  powers  by  another  state. 

This  is  settled  pulilic  law. 

1  will  cite  the  language  of  a  few  writers  which  bear  directly  upon  the  qnestioa  be 
fore  uS. 

In  Wheaton's  International  Law  (Dana's  8th  edition),  142,  in  note  $  85,  I  find  tl: 
doctrine  on  this  point  stated  in  these  words: 

''Every  nation  has  the  right  to  give  the  complete  character  of  a  citizen  to  an  ali^ 
,  without  consulting  the  wish  of  the  stale  <if  his  6tWA." 

Hallcck  on  International  Law  (p.  097,  $  4)  sayji : 

'*It  is  a  universally  conceded  doctrino  of  international  law  that  every  independ^: 
state  possesses  exclusive  sovereignty,  and  its  laws  bind  all  persons  witliin  its  ov 
Jurisdiction.  It  results  from  this  view  of  the  question  that  so  long  as  the  naiwrahzed  c 
izen  remains  within  the  territory  and  jurisdiction  of  his  adopted  (^untry,  or  within,  i 
jurisdiction  of  any  other  slate,  than  that  which  claims  his  primitive  allegiancef  he  teiwki: 
the  national  character  conferred  upon  him  by  naturalization." 

Morse  on  Citizen».hip  (p.  36,  ^  4V^,  and  p.  50  )  : 

**  The  rule  of  public  international  law  is  that  naturalization  is,  by  the  common  coi 
seht  or  practice  of  civilized  uatious,  committed  iiiits  entirety  to  the  control  and  jnH 
diction  of  the  country  of  adoption,  and  that  the  country  of  origin  has  na  connectic 
with  it  and  has  nothing  whaiiTfr  to  do  with  U."  - 

In  the  celebrated  case  of  Bauffremont-Uibesco  (cited  in  Morse,  pp.  88,  89,  90),  i 
was  decided  that  ''when  naturalization  is  conferred  upon  a  foreigner  it  is  an  act  c 
Boyereij^n  anthority,  and  no  other  Government  has  the  right  to  discuss  its  validity  c 
to  modify  its  eitects.  It  is  immaterial  whether  the  naturalization  is  conferred  t> 
general  laws  or  by  special  act  of  naturalization ;  if  it  be  a  legal  naturalization,  it  i 
enough.  It  is  the  act  of  the  sovereign  power  of  the  state,  and  cannot  be  question^ 
tduewhere." 

The  reasons  upon  which  this  settled  rule  of  international  law  is  founded  are6l>"^ 
ons.  Citizenship,  in  all  republics  and  constitutional  monarchies,  is  the  prim9>' 
source  of  political  power.  It  is  the  will  of  the  citizens  of  the  state  which  determiK^* 
its  constitution  and  form  of  government.  The  citizens  choose  directly  or  indirec^* 
the  president  of  the  republic,  the  emperor  (as  in  the  plebisoites  in  France),  and  C: 
great)  officials  of  the  state.  Citizens  alone  exercise  this  power.  Aliens  are  never  ^ 
fow^ed  to  share  in  these  great  privileges.  Hence  it  is  essential  to  the  independent^ 
sovereignty,  and  equality  of  each  state  that  it  shall  determine  for  itself  exclusive— - 
and  free  from  all  foreign  interference,  who  are  its  citizens  and  who  are  not. 

Hence  its  decisions  on  this  subject — its  laws — are  binding  on  all  who  reside  in 
territory  and  are  subject  to  its  jurisdiction ;  and,  in  this  respect,  are  held  binding  fti**^ 
are  respected  and  not  disputed  by  other  states.     Such  laws  do  not  operate  exterrt 
rially.    The  naturalization  laws  of  the  United  States  do  not  operate  within  the  t« 
ritory  of  France  upon  persons  resident  in  France,  except  so  far  as  they  aie  in  b 
mony  with  and  are  recognized  by  French  law. 

The  naturalization  laws  of  France,  like  the  civil  code  of  France,  do  not  opei 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  States  upon  persons  resilient  in  the  United  Stat 
except  so  far  as  they  are  in  harmony  with  and  are  recognized  by  American  law. 

Each  state  has  the  right  to  make  its  own  laws,  according  to  its  own  ideas  of  ri 
and  of  public  policy  ;  and  within  its  tc^rritory  and  over  all  persons  there  residenC::^ 
laws  as  to  citizenship  are  supreme. 

The  United  States  has  the  right  to  enact  a  law  that  the  nationality  of  the  ^p*" 
must  follow  that  of  her  husband  as  well  after  as  at  the  time  of  marriage  if  it  de^* 
such  law  wivse  and  well  founded  in  public  policy. 

Franco  has  the  sanie  right,  and  might  provide  by  law  that  tho  nationality  of  <4< 
wife  should  ftdlow  that  of  her  husbaud  after  marriage  as  well  as  at  thn  time  of  owr* 
riage.  Hor  civil  code  does  not  enact  that  her  nationality  must  follow  that  of  her  has^ 
band  at  the  tim«*  of  nuirriage.  It  in  silent  as  to  whether  her  nationality  mustfoliow 
her  husband's  if  he  changes  his  nationality  after  uuirriage. 
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II. 

THE  U^W  OF  THE   UNITED  STATES. 

The  United  States,  in  the  exercise  of  its  sovereign  right  to  make  such  naturalization 
Iftwsas  it  deems  best,  has  enacted  that  if  a  man  pfter  m«ma</e  becomes  by  naturaliza- 
tion an  American  citizen,  his  wife  thereby  also  becomes  an  American  citizen  withoui 
liveontentikuCi  without  applying  for  lettcra  of  naturalization, 
Hisnatnralization  by  operation  of  law  natnralizes  her. 

The  statute  of  the  United  States,  enacted  in  1855,  (See.  1994,  p.  350  of  the  Rev, 
Stak,)  is  in  these  words:  '*  Any  woman  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  married  to  9b 
citiit-n  of  the  United  States,  and  who  might  herself  be  lawfully  naturalized,  shall  be 
deemed  a  citizen." 

B^thf  tirms  of  this  law,  Elise  Lebret,  being  then  (in  1855)  married  to  a  citizen  of 
Reunited  States  and  residing  in  the  United  States,  became  an  American  citizen. 
The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  Kelly  r.  Owen  et  al.  (7  Wallace  Rep., 
P-  496),  decided  that  "  the  terms  *  married'  or  *  who  shall  bo  married  *  do  not  refer  to 
J**  limf  when  the  ceremony  of  marriage  is  celebrated,  but  to  a  state  of  marriage.   , 
/Whenever  a  woman  is  in  a  state  of  marriage  to  a  citizen,  whether  his  citizenship  ex- 
'^ted  at  the  passage  of  the  act  or  subsequently,  or  before  or  after  the  marriage^  ahe  be- 
^^f^^tfi,  by  that  fact^  a  citizen  also.     His  citizenshii)  confers  citizenship  upon  her."     **  The 
^ougtrnction  which  would  restrict  the  act  to  women  whose  husbands,  at  the  time  of 
'^Jtrriage,  are  citizens,  would  exclude  far  the  greater  number /or  whose  benefit  the  act 
^^0  intended.     Itn  object  was  to  allow  her  citizenship  to  follow  that  of  her  husband  without 
'*«  necessity  of  any  application  for  naturalization  on  her  part,^* 

^his  decision  is  direct  and  final.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  Elise  Iiobret  if  an 
-^-xnerican  citizen  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  has  all  the  rights  of  American 
'^^oraen. 

This  law  is  binding  on  all  who  are  residents  of  the  territory  and  subject  to  the 
J^K~riadictiun  of  the  United  States. 

Porcign  states  are  bound  to  respect  it  so  far  as  it  operates  upon  persons  resident  in 
^^^e  United  States.  They  cannot  question  or  interfere  with  its  operation  upon  such 
*^e'4iiileutd  of  the  United  States. 

They  are  bound,  both  by  the  principle  of  the  law  and  by  the  mode  of  proceeding  under 

They  have  no  right  to  say  that  the  law  of  the  United  States  is  wrong  in  making 

0  nationality  of  married  women  follow  that  of  their  husbands  ^ter  marriage  and 

ithout  their  consent.    They  have  no  right  to  s^y  that  letters  of  naturalization  musi 

taken  out  by  the  wife  and  that  marriage  is  not  enough. 

The  cases  referred  to  by  claimant's  counsel  were  decided,  one  (Marianne  Pic)  in 
^  5,  the  other  (of  Priest  r.  Cummings,  16  Wend.,  617)  in  1837,  long  before  the  act  of 
Dgress  of  1^>5  was  enacted.    They  have  no  bearing  upon  the  question  now  under 
^Consideration.     The  act  of  1855  supersedes  the  procee<liugs  thero  had. 

The  United  States  statute  stands  upon  the  ground  of  public  policy,  not  on  the  ground 
^^'t  the  tnf^s  consent.    Whether  she  consents  or  does  not  consent  it  is  all  the  same.     His 
^^aitnralization  afi^r  marriage  ipakes  her  a  citizen  just  the  same  as  naturalization  be- 
fore marriage.      She  may  object  to  his  naturalization  and  protest  ever  so  formally 
'^kt  she  will  not  become  an  American  citizen,  that  she  will  remain  a  French  citizen; 
^% makes  no  difference.     The  law,  fotinded  on  a  wise  public  policy,  requires  her  ua- 
"^ionality  to  be  the  same  as  her  husband's,  and  she  becomes  by  operation  of  law  an 
-American  citizen. 

There  is  reason  for  a  distinction  between  men  and  women  as  to  requiring  their  cqu- 

•<Tit  for  becoming  citizens.     M«  n  exercise  political  powers  and  privileges,  and  can 

'Vote  and  hold  oiiice,  and  are  liable  to  military  service.    Women  have  no  such  powers 

^nd  liabilities.     By  naturalization  they  get  little  or  nothing,  for,  by  the  modern  laws 

^f  nearly  all  civilized  states,  women  enjoy  all,  or  nearly  all,  civil  rights,  whether 

<>atnralized  or  not.     But  to  make  men  citizens  without  their  consent  might  oblige 

"ttem  to  bear  arms  against  their  native  laud,  though  such  service  would  be  revolting 

"•o  their  principles,  sentiments,  and  sympathies.     Neither  the  state  they  live  in  nor 

^l»eir  native  state  would  desire  or  tolerate  such  service. 

The  wiMdom  of  such  a  law  as  to  married  women,  and  even  the  necessity  of  it  for 
tte  United  States,  are  apparent. 

1.  There  are  about  six  million  of  foreign-born  persons  in  the  United  States,  and 
P'obably  about  half  a  million  of  foreign-bom  married  women,  whoso  husbands  have 
wconie  United  States  citizens  after  marriage.  To  treat  these  married  women  aa 
«>THgner8  would  be  a  great  wnrng  to  them.  The  vast  majority  intend  to  follow  the 
nationality  of  their  husbands — to  make  their  home  in  America  and  l)ccome  American 
^J^iw-ns.  They  gladly  consent — not  one  in  a  thousand  objects — to  following  the  na- 
ttonality  of  their  hnsbauds.  The  law,  in  presuming  their  consent,  presumes  in  al- 
'^'^'itall  cases  according  to  the  real  fact.  To  presume  the  contrary  would  be  unjust 
^^tURjiiust  the  fact. 
2'  The  intimate  reJatio/?,  tbe  mutual  affection,  the  common  »yu\val\\\cv»^\\\^Awa\\\s^ 
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the  edacatioQ  of  the  childreQ  in  allegiance,  fidelity,  and  love  to  the  Government,  the 
common  pecuniary  interests,  the  obligation  to  live  with  e^ch  other  as  long  as  life  lasts, 
and  the  tranquillity  and  harmony  of  domestic  life,  all  require  that  husband  and  \trife 
should  be  of  the  same  nationality.  Thesereasona,  derived  from  the  intimate  relation  of 
the  husband  and  wife,  are  expressed  with  great  force  and  beauty  by  Mr.  Varambon,  an 
advocatoof  Lyons,  as  cited  by  Stotcesco,  p.  ^•^O :  **  D;ins  la  mdme  maison,  daus  Tuuion 
la  plus  intime  qui  puisse  exist^r,  apparait,  pour  ainsi  dire,  une  rivalit^  de  nation  ^ 
nation;  des  int^rdts  opposes  entre  personnes  unies,  des  affections  diff^rentes,  des  pa- 
tries  diverses,  des  vceux  ennemis  pour  des  pays  peut-Atre  en  guerre,  et  cela  entre  per- 
sonnes  qui  ontjur^  s'aimer,  entre  Icsquelles  tout  est  coiiiraun  et  qni  ne  doi  vent  Jamais 
86  quitter.  L'nuit^  de  nationality  dans  la  person  ne  des  6pouxest  done  une  condition 
essentielle  &Pexistence,  ^Tintimit^,  et&  la  tranquillity  du  radnage." 

These  considerations  apply  to  all  nations,  and  do  not  arise  from  the  peculiar  situa- 
tion of  the  United  States  as  to  it's  emigrants. 

3.  Many  and  serious  difficulties  would  arise  from  tlie  contrary  doctrine.  If  the  hus- 
band is  American  and  the' wife  foreign,  in  case  of  war  between  their  countries  she 
would  be  deemed  to  be  an  enemy,  might  be  an  object  of  suspicion,  could  reside  here 
only  by  permission,  and  might  be  ordered  to  leave  the  country.  The  family  might  be 
broken  up. 

Dowet*  IS  regulated  by  the  laws  of  the  different  States  and  not  by  the  United  States 
law.  In  several  of  the*  States  aliens  cannot  hold  lands.  If  the  widow  be  an  alien  and 
her  husband  a  citizen,  can  she  hold  dower  or  the  homestead  f  - 

If  the  father  be  a  citizen  and  the  mother  an  alien,  and  there  are  minor  children,  per- 
haps born  abroad,  whose  nationality  do  the  children  take  f 

All  these  dangers,  difficulties,  and  uncertainties  are  at  once  put  an  end  to  by  adopt- 
ing the  }dain  and  clear  rule  of  the  United  States,  that  the  nationality  of  the  wife  is 
always  that  of  the  husband. 

4.  It  is  important  both  for  the  Governments  and  for  citizens  that  there  shonld  be  a' 
plain  rule  b^  which  it  can  easily  be  determined  who  are  citizens  and  who  are  not. 

Marriage  is  a  fact  easily  ascertained  and  rarely  in  donbt  or  diHX)nte.  If  the  rule  is 
that  the  wife  is  always  of  the  nationality  of  her  husband,  then  states  and  citizens  have 
a  rule  free  from  doubt.  But  if  the  other  theory  is  adopted,  that  if  the  husband  after 
marriage  change  his  citizenship  it  does  not  affect  the  nationality  of  the  wife  nnless 
she  consents  to  the  change,  then  her  citizenship  becomes  uncertain.  If  her  eonBent  is 
the  basis  of  this  doctrine,  certainly  she  ough  t  not  to  be  deprived  of  the  rights  and  priv- 
ileges of  the  new  citizenship  (which  is  her  home)  if  8he  does  consent. 

How  shall  her  consent  be  shown  f 

There  is  no  law  in  any  country  directing  how  her  consent  may  be  proved.  There 
is  no  rule  of  international  law  on  the  subject. 

May  her  silence,  her  making  no  objection  when  the  husband  is  naturalized,  be  re- 
garded as  proof  of  consent  f 

May  verbal  declaration  at  that  time  be  held  as  proof  of  consent  or  dissent  T 

That  would  be  a  most  dangerous  kind  of  proof,  easily  manufactured  to  prove  con- 
sent or  dissent,  as  her  interests  might  require. 

May  long  residence  in  the  country  of  adoption  and  an  establishment  sans  esprit 
de  reiour  be  deemed  such  proof  T 

In  the  absence  of  all  positive  law  nothing  can  be  more  vague  and  indefinite  than 
proof  of  consent.  The  only  eany  and  sure  proof  of  consent  would  be  letters  of  natd- 
ralization  granted  to  her. 

But  in  a  country  where  th«  law  makes  her  a  citizen  by  marriage,  and  without  let- 
ters of  naturalization,  such  proof  wonld  never  exist.    If  application  to  a  court  for 
such  letters  of  naturalization  should  be  made  by  a  married  woman,  the  conrt  would 
say  we  have  no  jurisdiction  to  grant  or  to  refuse  such  letters  to  married  women  ^ 
their  status  is  determined  by  express  law,  and  it  would  be  a  void  act  for  us  to  gran^> 
or  to  refuse. 

I  have  adduced  these  reasons  to  show  that  the  law  of  the  United  States  stands  npoi^k. 
solid  grounds  of  a  wise  public  policy — a  policy  indispensable  to  this  country,  an< 
just  to  the  emigrants  who  come  here — a  policy  which,  in  presuming  consent  after 
well  as  at  mamagej  carries  out  the  true  intentions  of  the  vast  majority  of  marri< 
women. 

But  this  law  stands  upon  much  higher  grounds  of  right  and  public  policy  thantha^C 
of  the  wife's  consent,  viz,  the  welfare  of  tlie  state  in  securing  the  education  of  fami  — : 
lies  in  fidelity  and  allegiance,  and  in  requiring  such  allegiance  from  all  the  membeKras 
of  the  family  when  its  head  becomes  a  citizen,  and  the  unity,  harmony,  and  welfar"^ 
of  the  family,  which  are  best  promoted  by  unity  of  citizenship. 

III. 

But  whether  these  reasons  are  good  or  not,  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  ach)p^ 

finch  laws  of  naturalization  and  such  mode  of  proceeding  under  them  as  it  seea  fi^ 

cannot  be  questioned  by  any  other  Stat«  or  tribunal.    This  right  is  accorded  to  it, 

to  every  other  iudependeni  state,  by  the  Y>ubUtt  law  of  the  world. 
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Nor  CAn  the  exercise  of  thip  law  and  its  operation  upon  all  who  resirld  within  terri- 
tory and  jurisdictiou  of  the  United  States  he  sntjpeuded,  nioditied,  or  interfered  with 
by  any  other  State  or  tribnual.  This  is  f  nlly  shown  by  the  writings  of  all  jurists  to 
be  the  public  law.  It  is  fully  recognized  and  was  enforced  in  Bauffremont-Bibesco,, 
cited  in  Morse  on  Citizenship,  pp.  S,  H9,  90. 

If  France  has  the  right  to  question  and  interfere  with  the  naturalization  laws  of 
the  United  States  and  tlielr  operation  upon  persons  resident  in  its  territory,  the  United 
States  has  the  same  rigbt  to  question  and  interfere  with  tho  laws  of  France  and  of 
the  civil  code  and  their  operation  in  France. 
Let  nie  illustrate  this  point. 

The  civil  code  of  France  provides,  }  12:  **  An  alien  woman  who  shall  have  married 
a  Frenchman  shall  follow  the  condition  of  her  husband."  Hence,  if  an  American 
woman  marries  a  Frenchman  she  becomes  French.  It  is  not  nece»<ary  for  her  to  take 
out  letters  of  naturalization.  She  becomes'French  by  marriage.  The  code  t^ays  noth- 
ing about  her  coHsent.  By  French  law,  as  held  oy  some  writers  and  courts,  her  con- 
sent is  presumed.  Even  if  in  fact  she  does  not  consent,  but  protests  most  solemnly 
that  she  will  not  become  French  but  will  remain  American,  her  protest  is  of  no  avail. 
Stoicesco  (p.  ^5,  sec.  iv)  says:  *^C'e8t  done  en  vain  que  la  teninie  ^trang^re  qui 
^poose  nn  Fran9ai8e  d'-clarerait  vouloir  conserver  sa  Rationality  d'origine.  Cette 
eSet  du  mariage  se  prodnit  non  obstant  toute  stipulation  coutraire  do  la  part  de  la 
fatare  Spouse,''  &c.  She  is  presumed  to  consent  though  she  refuses  to  consent,  and 
becomes  French. 

The  United  States  has  no  law  upon  the  subject  of  American  women  who  marry  for- 
eigners, and  does  not  say  that  they  shall  or  shall  not  follow  the  nationality  of  their 
liu8baD<is. 

Let  lU)  suppose  now  that  in  the  case  of  an  American  woman  who  has  married  a 
Frenchman  and  resides  in  France,  the  United  States  should  say  that  the  law  of  the 
French  code  is  unreasonable  ;  that  she  cannot  become  French  unless  her  consent  is 
shown  and  that  ought  not  to  he  ptesumedf  but  should  positively  appear  from  letters  of 
patnralization  applied  for  and  issued  to  her.  What  answer  would  France  give  to  such 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  United  States? 

She  would  say,  "France  enacts  its  own  laws  of  naturalization  to  suit  itself,  and 
they  bind  all  who  reside  in  France.  You  have  no  right  to  question  them  or  to  inter- 
fere with  their  operation  upon  persons  »vho  re-^ide  in  France  and  who  by  their  opera- 
tions are  French  citizens.  You  say  the  consent  of  the  American  wife  to  become  French 
onghtnot  to  be  presumed,  and  that  she  should  be  held  to  remain  American  until  she 
applies  for  and  obtains  letters  of  naturalization.  That  is  a  matter  for  France  to  settle 
exclusively.  France  will  not  permit  you  or  any  foreign  state  to  interfere  in  the  mat- 
ter, 80  long  as  the  wife  remains  on  Fren<'h  soil  and  is  a  French  citizen  by  French  law." 
Sach  an  answer  would  be  sustained  by  public  law.  It  is  tho  exact  answer  the 
United  States  gives  to  France  in  this  case  of  Elise  Lebret. 

IV. 

TWO  OBJECTIONS  ARE  MADE  TO  THE  AMERICAN   LAW. 

1-  The  woman  cannot  be  made  an  American  citizen  without  her  consent.  That  hy 
V*^He  law  her  consent  is  necessary  to  her  naturalization. 

2.  That  consent  can  be  shown  only  by  her  applying  for  and  taking  letters  of  nat- 
nmlization. 

THE  PUBLIC  LAW. 

,  I  will  now  proceed  to  show  that  by  public  law,  by  the  practice  of  nearly  all  civil- 
*^8taies,  the  consent  of  the  wife  is  not  necessary  for  her  naturalization,  but  that 
^^if  husband  after  marriage  changes  his  nationality  the  wife^s  fiationality  foUoits  /litf, 
vhUy  irrespective  of  her  consent. 

The  highest  source  and  proof  of  public  law  is  the  practice  of  civilized  states  in 
Europe  and  America.  If  these  exercise  the  power  in  question,  and  by  their  laws  enact 
that  the  wife's  nationality  after  marriage  must  follow  the  husband's,  whether  she 
^^nseats  or  not,  that  is  conclusive  proof  of  the  ptibiic  law  on  this  subject ;  and  the  argu- 
°J«nt8aud  speculations  of  jurists  and  law  writers  are  of  small  account. 

(1)  The  United  Stales  of  America, — Such  is  its  law.    Nothing  more  need  be  said. 

('^)  Great  BHtain,— By  the  act  of  Parliament  of  May  12,1870  (For.  Rel.,  1873,  p. 
i«2,  sec.  10),  it  is  enacted  that— 

"A  married  woman  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  subject  of  the  state  of  which  her  hus- 
WDdisforthe  time  being  a  subject."  There  is  no  ambiguity  in  those  words.  They 
plainly  show  that  her  nationality  follows  her  husband,  whether  she  consents  or  not. 

This  law  was  adopted  after  a  most  th(»rough  and  profound  examination  of  the  sub- 
ject by  a  commission  appointed  by  the  Queen,  and  upon  its  rexm\\\v\evuV.\\.\o\i,    TViia 
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coinmi88ioii  embraced  the  hi<rb4>8t  ailthovities  and  most  diHtiaguisbed  writers  of  En 
land  npon  public  law;  snch  men  as  Lord  Clarendon,  Pbillimore,  Twiss,  Rounds 
Palmer,  and  Vernon  Harcunvt.     (For.  Rel,,  1873,  p.  1;^42.) 

It  Heems  absnrd  to  say  that  such  gre^t  jurists  would  recommend  to  Parliament  C 
adoption  of  a  statute  in  conflict  with  public  law  and  therefore  not  valid. 

Tlie  law  is  the  same  as  the  law  of  the  United  States. 

The  report  of  this  couiuiisMion  and  the  act  of  Parliament  adopting  it,  I  deem'.the  m^ 
recent  and  the  highest  authority  on  this  question  of  international  law.     Bnt  bef 
this  time  Mr.  Phillimore  (vol.  l,p.  :)QO)had  adopted  the  same  view  of  the  public  lawE 
cited  FcBlix  to  the  same  point.     And  Chief-Justice  Cockburn,  in  his  work  on  inter* 
tional  law,  p.'  211,  prior  to  1870,  says:  **  Jurists  are  divided  as  to  whether  the  ^ 
should  lose  her  former /nationality  wlien  the  hnsbaud  changes  his.     Foelix  asserts 
affirmative.    Demangeat,  citing  several  French  jurists,  maintains  the  reverse. 
question  J  hoxcner,  seems  scarcely  to  adtnit  of  en'ious  discussion,**    He  then  gives  his  !3 
sous,  and  concludes  that  '^  the  nationality  of  a  married  woman  should  always  foW. 
that  of  the  husband,  whether  original  or  acquired.''    (Cockburn  on  Nationality^ 
216.) 

(3)  Italy.^-The  new  and  revised  code  of  Italy  of  January  1, 1860,  is  of  great  intc^ 
as  it  is  the  last  code  founded  on  the  Code  Napoleon,  and  is  supposed  to  contain  alM. 
alterations  ex)H'riouce  has  shown  desirable. 

,    It  provides  (For.  Rel.,  187*J,  p.  1291,  c.  2,  sees.  2, 3) : 

1.  That  the  Itdlian  loses  his  citizenship  by  naturalization  in  a  foreign  country. 

2.  "The  wife  and  minor  children  of  one  who  has  lost  his  citizenship  become  altej 
unless  they  have  continued  to  reside  within  the  realm." 

Heqce  their  cottsvnt  is  of  no  account.  The  naturalization  of  the  husband  abroa 
makes  them  aliens  unless  they  continue  to  live  in  Italy.  If  they  reside  in  the  foreig 
country  the  foreign  law  of  naturalization  is  recognized  as  paramount;  but  if  they  r 
main  in  Italy  the  foreign  law  does  not  operate  upon  them,  because  they  are  not  Rubje< 
to  its  jurisdiction.  **  Consent"  does  not  iitfect  the  question,  but  only  residence  wKerei^ 
foreign  law  of  naturalization  does  not  operate. 

lu  my  judgment  this  is  the  law  of  France.     Every  decision  np  to  this  time  of  a  JV«it< 
court  hiis  been  ivhere  the  married  wonuin  has  continued  to  live  in  France.    Such 
the  case  in  Dalloz,  to  which  I  have  been  referred. 

(4)  BuHsia. — The  words  of  the  Russiiui  law  are  (For.  Rel.,  1873,  p.  1288,  $  17): 

"  Foreign  women  marrying  Russian  subjeeta  and  the  wives  of  foreigners  who  *<^ 
become  Russian  subjects  are  admitted  as  Russian  subjects  without  taking  the  oath 
allegiance." 

Tlie  provision  that  if  the  foreigner  becomes  Russian  his  wife  becomes  Russian  wit- 
out  taking  the  oatl),  shows  that  it  is  his  naturalization,  not  her  consent,  that  cbaug^ 
her  nationality. 

Another  provision  of  the  Russian  law  shows  the  same  principle,  viz  (For.  Rel.,  IST 
p.  1288) : 

"  Foreign  married  women  cannot  become  Russian  subjects  without  their  husbands^ 

It  is  the  husband's  consent,  not  the  wife's,  that  governs. 

The  Russian  law  is  in  substance  the  same  as  the  United  States  law,  viz,  that  if 
foreigner  become  naturalized  his  wife's  nationality  follows  his  without  applying  f« 
letters  of  naturalization. 

(5)  Prussia. — An  alien  woman  by  marriage  with  a  Prnssian  becomes  Prussian,  ac 
a  Prussian  woman  by  marriage  witli  a  foreigner  loses  her  nationality.  . 

Nothing  IS  suid  as  to  her  consent. 

Nothing  as  to  the  effect  of  a  change  of  nationality  after  marriage,  and  I  cann* 
find  any  German  decision  upon  the  question.     But  when  we  reflect  npon  the  vai 
number  of  German  emigrants  who  bring  their  wives  to  the  United  States,  and  afle 
wanls  become  naturalized,  wo  cannot  doubt  but  that  Prussia  must  regard  them 
American  citizens. 

So,  too,  the  xirovision  of  the  Prussian  law  that  in  time  of  peace  a  Prussian,  npons 
quest,  is  entitled  to  **  a  discharge  from  his  Prussian  citizensbip,"  ami  that  such  dJ 
charge  comprehends  the  wife  and  minor  children,  unless  special  exception  is  ma** 
indicates  that  the  general  doctrine  of  Prussian  law  is  that  the  wife's  nationality  fl 
lows  the  husband's. 

(G)  iS'jjflifi.—The  royal  decree  of  1882  is  in  these  words  (For.  I^el.,  1863,  p.  1292) :  " 
Spnnihh  woman  married  to  an  alien  is  an  alien." 

The  language  is  general ;  does  not  limit  the  change  of  nationality  to  the  time  of 
marriage,  but  rather  conveys  the  same  idea  as  the  American  and  English  statu.  ^ 
viz,  that  a  h>panish  woman  "who  is  in  a  state  of  marriage  with  an  alien''  ic^ 
alien. 

Neither  consent  nor  residence  in  the  foreign  country  is  necessary. 

(7)  In  France,  Belgium,  and  in  most  of  the  other  wtates  on  the  continent  ot'RvLrop 
a  native  woman  who  marries  a  foreigner  follows  the  nationality  of  the  husband,  au 
u  fort'ii^n  woman  who  marries  a  citizen  beconicH  a  cit'zen. 
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From  this  review  of  the  naturalization  laws  of  difterent  states  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  Italy,  Russia,  Prussia,  Spain,  substau- 
tialij  agree  in  tbis,  that  the  nationality  of  the  wife  follows  that  of  the  hnsbaud^ 
whether  it  be  the  nationality  he  has  at  the  time  of  marriagtt  or  one  snbscqnently  ac< 
qnired,  and  irrespective. of  her  consent. 

The  argument  on  behalf  of  the  claimant,  that  the  law  of  the  United  States  mnst  bo 
leld  invalid  by  international  Itiw,  because  the  wife's  consent  is  necOhsary  to  her 
ehange  of  citizenship  after  marriage,  is  fully  answered  by  the  practice  and  laws  of 
tbe great  powers.  Indeed,  this  legislation  of  the  great  civilized  states  of  the  world 
establishes  tho  doctrine  that  by  public  law  the  consent  of  the  wife  is  not  necessary, 
Aod  that  such  laws  of  naturalization  are  valid,  bind  all  subjects  to  their  jurisdiction^ 
and  are  to  be  respected  by  all  other  states. 

It  may  be  added  that  no  state  in  the  world  has  ever  declared  hy  express  hgislatiotir 
4bat  tbe  wife's  consent  is  necessary. 

Even  if  one  power,  like  France,  were  by  express  statnte  to  declare  that  if  tho  hus- 
band change  his  nationality  after  marnage  it  should  not  change  or  affect  the  nation- 
ility  of  the  wife,  that  could  not  change  the  public  law  of  the  world  or  annul  tho 
laws  of  other  states.     It  would  be  valid  in  France  and  upon  all  resident  in  France. 
And  such  law  would  be  valid  in  France  because,  by  public  law,  each  state  is  sover- 
eign and  independent,  and  can  enact  and  make  binding  within  its  own  rerritory  anil  ' 
over  jiersons  there  resident  just  such  laws  of  naturalization  as  it  sees  fit.     (When  I 
Ay  "just  snch  laws  as  it  sees  fit,''  I  do  not,  of  course,  mean  laws  against  humanity 
And  morality  and  which  are  repugnant  to  tho  equality  and  sovereignty  of  states  and 
to  the  sentiment  of  mankind.) 

THE  LAW  OB*  FRANCE. 

11  is  urged  for  claimant  that  she  is  a  citizen  by  the  law  of  France,  and  that  tho  jaw 
c>£  France  mnst  bo  held  paramount  in  determining  her  citizenship,  even  though  sho 
■"ceidesand  has  for  forty  years  permanently  resided  in  the  United  States  and  by  United 
B^t^tes  law  has  become  without  her  consent  a  United  States  citizen. 

^  This  obliges  us  to  investigate  the  law  of  France.    The  Civil  Code,  ch.  1,  J  12,  or 
Rl'vil  rights,  says: 

"An  alien  woman  who  shall  have  married  a  Frenchman  shall  follow  the  condition 
her  husband;"  and  section  19  says:  '*A  French  woman  who  shall  marry  an  alien 
dl  follow  the  condition  of  her  husband." 

It  is  argued  that  these  provisions  of  the  code  apply  only  to  the  change  of  nation- 
lity  effected  at  the  time  of  marriage ;  that  the  wife's  consent  is  presumed  from  her  act 
C  marriage;  and  that  the  husband's  naturalization  in  another  country  after  marriage 
^oes  not  effect  or  change  her  citizenship;  and  thus,  that  Pierre  and  Elise  Lebret 
^>«ing  French  by  birth  and  at  marriage,  his  subsequent  naturalization  could  not 
^^aoge  her  citizenship,  and  her  French  citizenship  would  continue  until  she  by  her 
^•'vn  act  or  consent  should  change  it. 

a.  The  civil  code  of  France  enacts  that  the  wife's  nationality  must  follow  that  of 
^«r husband  at  the  time  of  marriage.  It  is  silent  as  to  whether  her  nationality  n^st 
follow  her  husband's  if  he  chanj^e  his  nationality  after  marriage. 

h.  There  has  not  been  any  legislation  on  the  point  since  the  code  was  adopted. 
0.  The  cour  de  cassation  has  not  decided  the  question. 

The  words  of  the  code  will  be  open  to  contrary  constructions  until  the  question  is- 
*«ltled  in  Franco  by  express  legislat ion,  or  by  the  decision  of  the  cour  de  cassation. 
Jn  the  absence  of  such  legislation  and  decision  we  are  obliged  to  consult  the  opin- 
ions of  eminent  French  writers.    They  are  very  conflicting. 

F(Blix,  Proudhon,  Mass^,  Zachario^,  Maillin  de  Chassat,  and  Varambon,  in  1859,  aro 
^ferred  to  as  sustaining  the  doctrine  that  the  wife's  nationality  always  follows  tho 
awhand's. 

On  the  other  hand,  Demangeat  in  his  notes  on  Foilix,  Valette,  Demolombe,  Do- 
^ante.Aubry  et  Rau,andStoice8co,  pp.  278,279,  aro  cited  as  sustaining  the  contrary 
yoctrine.  Stoicesco  presents  his  view  of  the  result  of  these  conflicting  opinions  thus  i 
*Le8  arguments  do  premier  8yst^nle  sont  assurenient  tr^s-gravr  s,  et  les  uoms  des  par- 
^i^ansde  ce  syst^rao  sont  de  ceux  qui  font  autorit6  dans  la  science.  NiSanmoins  co 
•y«tdme  n'a  pas  prevalu,  et  la  majority  des  auteurs,  de  m6me  quo  la  jurisprudence,  se 
^tt^ichent  au  syst^me  contraire." 

Conflicting  decisions  of  inferior  courts  are  cited  by  Derncdonibe  and  Demangeat. 
The  decision  in  Dalloz  of  the  Cour  Imperial  of  Donai,  of  Aiifrust  'S^  lHr)8,  is  only  in  a. 
*^^here  the  wife  always  lived  in  France  (*'  n'a  jamais  cessd  d'babiter  la  Franco"), 
Jf^tlwhen  the  only  question  was  whether  in  such  case  French  courts  had  jurisdic- 
jjonover  her.    There  is  a  long  uote  to  that  case  which  says :  "  La  question  est  con- 

^  this  conflict  of  opinion,  in  -which  jurists  of  the  highest  character  and  reasons  oC 
^^'^  greatest  weight  are  arrayed  agaiust  each  other,  who  can  say  y{\1\v  avv^  c«\asCvw\.'^ 
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-what  the  French  law  of  to-day  is  ?  We  can  only  say  the  French  law  is  donbtful  on 
this  point,  and  the  majority  of  authorH,  as  claimed  by  Stoice^ico,  is  too  small  to  enable 
as  to  det«rniiue  that  the  French  law  is  hettled  either  one  way  or  the  other.  As  the 
note  to  the  case  in  Dalioz  says:  "  La  question  CHt  cdntrov^ers^e.''' 

Bnt  I  respectfully  insist  that  the  reason  for  the  provisions  in  the  code  that  if  a  for- 
eign woman  marry  a  Frenchman  she  becomes  French,  and  if  a  French  woman  marr) 
an  alien  she  becomes  an  ali(^n — the  reason  stands  on  the  same  grounds  of  public policji 
as  do  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  of  England,  and  of  the  other  states  already  named, 
and  does  not  stand  on  the  ground  of  "  consent.''  For  in  such  cases  nnder  the  code  the 
wife's  change  of  nationality  is  the  result,  the  legal  result  of  her  marriage.  She  may 
•object  ever  so  strongly  to  this  legal  result  of  her  marriage,  she  may  insist  tbat  she 
will  remain  a  citizen  of  her  native  state  and  will  not  consent  to  a  change  of  national- 
ity, but  her  protests  are  all  in  vain.  Why  does  not  French  law  say  if  a  foreign  woman 
marry  a  Frenchman  or  if  a  French  woman  marry  an  alien,  her  nationality  follows  her 
husband  if  she  8i)  consentBt  but  not  otherwuet  The  answer  is  that  public  policy  requires 
the  husband  and  wife  to  be  of  the  same  nationality,  and  he  being  the  head  of  the 
family,  and  by  his  citizenship  being  entitled  to  exercise  political  right*,  and  beiug 
liable  to  military  service,  her  inferior  rights  and  duties  must  be  subordinated  to  bis. 

Now  this  (lame  reason  of  public  policy  operates  w.ith  the  same  force  after  marriage 
us  at  the  time  of  marriage.  If  consent  should  be  necessary  after  marriage  to  change 
the  wife's  nationality,  why  not  equally  necessary  at  marriage  T  Doubtless,  if  women 
were  free  to  object,  as  many  would  object  to  the  change  at- marriage  as  after. 

Those  writers  who  insist  that  the  wife's  consent  is  necessary  a/tei'  but  not  at  mar- 
riage are  inconsistent  with  their  own  doctrine.     To  be  consistent  they  should  insist 
that  free  consent  should  be  allowed  at  as  well  as  after  marriage.    The  consent  which 
iaforoedj  where  the  woman  is  obliged  to  sacrifice  either  the  husband  of  her  choice  ox 
the  nationality  of  her  choice,  is  in  no  just  sense  **  consent^"  for  it  is  not  free. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  settled  French  l^w  that  would  make  the  claimant  ^ 
French  citizen,  even  if  she  had  returned  to  i^ance,  but  had  not  complied  with  ttm.« 
provisions  of  arti<;le  19,  still  less  while  she  resides  here  and  shows  no  intent  to  reta:^^ 
to  France. 

If,  for  tlie  sake  of  argument,  we  admit  that  by  French  law  a  married  woman  d(^^^ 
not  lose  her  French  citizenship  by  her  husband's  change  of  nationality  after  herm^^-J 
riage,  still  that  is  only  French  law.     It  does  not  operate  extraterritorially ;  it  oi^^ 
aflects  those  who  reside  within  the  territory  and  jurisdiction  of  France.    It  cann.    "^ 
operate  to  annul  the  American  citizenship  of  those  who  reside  in  and  are  subject 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.    Otherwise  the  naturalization  laws  of  one  SH 
w^ould  supersede  those  of  another. 

VI. 

Nor  is  it  necessary  for  her  to  have  applied  for  and  have  taken  oat  letters  of  nsta 
ization. 

1.  This  is  expressly  decided  in  Kelly  r.  Owen  (7  Wall.,  496).  Marriage  is  in  lieu 
letters  of  naturalization. 

2.  In  France  marriage  of  a  foreign  woman  to  a  French  citizen  makea  her  Fren 
without  any  application  to  be  naturalized.  Marriage  has  the  same  effect  as  lett 
of  natnralizar  ion. 

3.  In  all  the  states  of  Europe  where  marriage  changes  the  nationality  it  is  e 
pressly  declared  that  the  married  woman  need  not  apply  for  letters  of  naturalizatl 
or  take  the  oath  of  allegiance.  (For.  Bel.,  1<873,  Russia,  p.  1288.)  The  marriage 
onough. 

4.  The  law  on  this  point  is  well  stated  by  Stoicesco,  p.  211.    He  says: 
*'  £n prenant  le  mot  ^naturalisation'  dans une  acception  large,  nous  allons  recherc 

<iat4s  son  ties  autres  moyens  par  lesquels  les  Strangers  pouvaieut  devenir  Fran^ais. 
tiien,  nous  recontrons  ^  cet  ^gard  trois  autres  modes  qui  op^raieut  dans  la  condition 
Strangers  le  meme  ehangement  que  les  lettrca  de  natura  lite,    Ce  sout,  le  mariage,  les  trait- 
ot  I'annexion  d'un  territoire  Stranger  h  la  tYance."  _ 

5.  The  law  of  the  United  States  is  as  supreme  and  paramount  to  all  others  in  ^^ 
^ard  to  the  mode  of  proceeding  to  be  naturalized  as  to  the  terms  and  oonditioua 
naturalization. 

Elise  Lebret  by  marriage  is  just  as  much  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statos  as  if  ^^ 
had  taken  out  letters  of  naturalization. 

VII. 

CONFLICT  OF  LAWS. 

t 

If  we  admit  that  there  is  a  conflict  of  laws  in  this  case,  tbat  she  is  AmericAD  hy 
American  law  and  French  by  French  law,  then  the  rule  of  decision  is  that  sb^  i« 
<leemed  to  be  a  citizen  of  the  country  in  which  she  has  her  domicile;  that  is,  ^^® 
United  States. 
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mthorities  of  iuteraational  law  support  this  rule. 

r«chli,  lut.  Law,  sec.  394  (cited  by  Morse,  p.  IGO),  says : 

tain  persons  m«y  iu  rare  instances  be  ntider  the  jurisdiction  of  twodifTereut 

In  case  of  conflict  Ibe  preference  will  be  given  to  the  state  in  which  th& 
ual  or  family  in  question  have  their  domicile;  the  rights  in  the  states  where 

not  reside  will  be  considered  as  suspended/' 
S  Laws  of  Nations,  ][>p.  231, 232 : 

ording  to  the  law  ot  nations,  when  the  national  character  of  an  individual  l»^ 
$certaine<l,  the  first  question  is,  in  what  territory  does  he  reside  f   If  he  reside ' 
emianently  he  is  regarded  as  adhering  to  the  nation  to  which  the  territory  be- 
and  to  be  a  member  of  the  political  body  settled  there  " 

Be  of  conflict  of  laws,  as  neither  country  cau  claim  superiority  over  the  other, 
r  reasonable  way  of  settling  the  ditBculty  is  to  hold  him  subject  to  the  laws  of 
ntry  where  he  resides. 

iritish  act  of  1^0  and  the  Italian  code  of  lb66  recognize  residence  as  the  turn- 
it  iu  such  cases. 

ixander  r«.  The  United  States,  No.  45,  before  the  British  and  American  Claims- 
wion  (Hale*8  Rep.,  pp.  15,  16),  where  the  claimant  was  by  British  law  a  British 
and  by  American  law  an  American  citizen,  it  was  held  that  his  claim  as  » 
subject  could  not  be  allowed,  for  that  would  be  giving  the  laws  of  one  coun- 
?at  Britain)  superiority  over  the  laws  of  the  other  (the  United  States).  See 
lion  of  Judge  Frazier,  in  which  Count  Corti  concurred. 

VIII. 

British  and  American  Claims  Commission  held  in  Bowie  r9.  The  United  States,, 

erwood  vs.  The  United  States,  and  in  Tooraen  vs.  the  same  (see  Hale's  Rep., 

hat  the  national  character  of  a  married  woman  is  governed  by  that  of  her 

I  in  all  cases. 

is  decision  ike  commissioners  all  atirted. 

Iso  the  case  of  Jane  L.  Brand,  No.  180  (Hale's  Rep.,  pp.  18,  19),  where  it  wa» 

at  the  national  character  of  a  married  woma.n  was  in  oil  cases  determined  by 

her  husband,  and  continued  on  the  death  of  the  husband.     '^  That  thi^  doo- 

id  always  prevailed  in  Great  Britain,  as  elsewhere,  where  the  domicile  of  the 

d  continued  to  be  that  of  the  husband's  nationality." 

IX. 

e  considered  this  case  thus  far  solely  in  the  aspect  of  public  law. 

EQUITY  AND  JUSTICB. 

lusband  has  declared  his  intention  to  become  an  American  citizen  four  monih9 
»e  marriagSf  and  she  must  have  known  it  before  marriage, 
have  lived  in  this  country  forty-five  years. 

e  the  marriage  she  had,  as  she  says,  $1,.''>00  in  money  and  a  millinery  shop  at 
Sara.  They  accumulated  a  large  property,  owned  two  large  plantations  on 
»issippi  and  the  largest  wood-yard  on  the  river. 

have  never  returned  to  France  and  have  never  shown  the  least  intention  of 
Dg there;  have  never  contributed  anything  to  aid  France  in  peace  or  war. 
soand  haa  been  dead  three  years.  She  is  seventy- three  years  old,  and  all  her 
ts  and  relatives  appear  to  be  iu  this  country.  She  does  not  pretend  that  she 
of  going  back  to  France. 

lid  not  claim  to  be  a  French  citizen  (or  at  least  no  proof  of  it  but  her  alleged 
leclarations,  the  most  worthless  and  dangerous  kind  of  proof)  till  twenty-one 
fter  marriage,  in  October  1862,  when  the  war  was  raging  in  their  vicinity,  and 
convenient  for  her  interests  to  claim  to  be  a  French  citizen,  as  her  husband  waa- 
lized  and  was  American. 

not  see  that  there  is  any  equity  or  justice  in  calling  her  French.    She  is  really 
)rican  citizen  and  nobody  cau  believe  she  will  ever  return  to  France, 
y  judgment  the  claim  should  be  dismissed. 

A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  of  the  United  States, 
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Exhibit  E. 
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PlKHRE    S.  WiLTZ,  ADMIXISTRATECR  DB  LkON  DELRIEU, 

con  t re  >No.  313. 

liKS  fiTATS-tJNIS. 


1 


Opinion  du  commissaire  de  Francty  Monsieur  L,  de  Geofroy^  et  motifs  de  son  refns  ^aSMm 

€L  la  decision  admetiant  le  ** demur tef'.^' 

Lo  riSclainant  Delriou  4^8t  mort  h  N«'"*-Orl^ans  lo  15  avril  1879,  dans  la  plenitude  do 
€68  (Iroits  de  citoyeii  fraiif  ais. 

Fierro  Wiltz,  aduiiuistratear,  Be  prdseute  devant  la  Comuiission  au  nom  de  la  sac* 
cession. 

S'il  a  indiqn^  dans  son  m^moire  ("  memorial ")  d'unp  fa^ou^dndrale  et  anticipde  qne 
lesayants  droit  ("bcneliciarics")  8ontles  h^ritierset  Ics  cr^Sanciers,  il  nelosrepr^senle 
cepinidant  pas  16galemout ;  suivant  la  loi  c'est  le  mort  qn'il  repr^sonte  et  la  succession, 
rboirie,  1*  *' estate." 

Pour  parler  correcteracnt  11  cnt  du  dire,  "Les  li^riticrs  ©ties  cr^anciers  rfpfuiijeV 
car  ces  h^^ritiers  et  ces  criSauciers  il  no  ]>ent  16galement  les  coniiaUre.  Cette  position 
de  radniinistratenr  a  6t6  maintofois  d^Sfmie  par  laCour  Suprf^me  des  Et4its-Um8,au88i 
l)ien  que  par  la  Cour  des  ClaiuiH,  qui  out  toujoura  refuse  aux  inf  dresses  dansnne  succes- 
sion le  droit  do  paraltrc  en  personne.  L'arrAt  rendu  daus  Pafiiiire  Comegysr*.  Vasse 
est  ])arliculi<^reuieut  concluant  h  cet  6gard  et  veut  dtrc  ici  rappel6, 

Tlic  court  said : 

**  The  object  of  the  treaty  was  to  invest  the  Comuiissioners  with  full  power  and  ao- 
thority  to  receive,  examine,  and  decide  upon  the  amount  and  validity  of  the  asserted 
claims  up(»n  Spain  for  dania«;es  and  injuries.  Their  decision  within  the  scope  of  this 
authority  is  conclusive  and  iiual.  •  •  *  But  it  does  not  necessarily  or  naturally 
follow  that  this  authority  so  dclo«?ated  includes  the  authority  to  adjust  all  conflicting 
rights  of  different  citizens  to  the  fund  so  awarded.  The  Conimissiouers  arc  to  look  to 
the  original  claim  for  damages  and  injuries  against  Spain  itself,  and  it  is  wholly  im- 
material for  this  purpose  upon  whom  it  may  in  the  intermediate  time  have  devolTed. 
*  *  *  They  had  no  authority  to  compel  parties  asserting  conflicting  interests  to 
appear  and  litigate  before  them,  nor  to  summon  witnesses  to  establish  or  repel  such 
interests,  and  under  such  circumstances  it  cannot  be  presumed  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  either  Government  to  clothe  thom  with  an  authority  so  summary  and  conclu- 
sive, with  means  so  little  adapted  to  the  attainment  of  the  ends  of  a  snbstantial  ju^ 
ticc.  The  validity  and  amount  of  the  claim  being  once  ascertained  by  their  award, 
the  fund  might  well  be  permitted  to  pass  into  the  hands  of  any  claimant ;  and  his  own 
rights,  as  well  as  those  of  all  others  who  asserted  a  title  to  the  fund,  he  left  to  the 
ordinary  coui*so  of  judicial  i>roceedings  in  the  establisl^ed  courts,  where  redress  conld 
be  administered  according  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  rights  or  equities  of  the 
parties."    (Peters*  U.  S.  Supreme  Court  Reports,  pp.  195,  212.) 

L'administratcur  reprdsentant  le  mort  et  Ph^ritage,  non  les  h6ritiers,  il  est  done 
snpertiu  de  rechercher,  ainsi  que  lo  fait  mon  coUfegue,  si  ces  hdritiers  8ont,oune8ont 
pas  <le8  citoyens  fran^.ais  et  de  discuter  sur  la  question  de  notrejuri diction. 

Notre  juridiction  daus  le  cas  pr(j7»ent  est  parfaito  et  sur  la  personne  et  sur  la  chose, 
car  nous  avons  devant  nous  les  deux  conditions  demanddes  par  mon  collogue: 

1".  La  r<5eIamation  d'un  citoyen  frangais.  ^ 

20.  Une  reclamation  pour  des  actes  commis  contre  la  personne  on  la  propri^t^  dnn 
citoyen  fran^ais  n'ayant  pas  6X6  au  service  de  la  Conf(Sd<Sration  ou  Ini  ayant  donn^ 
aide  et  su])port.  ^ 

Qui  est  CO  citoyen  fran^aisf  C'est  Delriou,  qui  n'a  jamais  cess^  de  I'fitre  ctqo®^ 
n'accuse  pas  d'avoir  scrvi  ou  aid6  la  Con  federation.  C'est  lui,  Delriea,  le  defunt,  q^i 
a  souffort ;  la  reclamation  est  sienne  ;  no  rapi)elle-t-on  pas  1*  **  original  owner''  T  Nons 
n*avons  pas  besoin  d'autres  parties  pour  prendre  connaissance  de  la  cause. 

Les  conseils  de  France  out  etabli  deux  points  principaux  dans  cette  affaire  Wil**" 
Delrieu  et  dann  celle  de  Sigismund  Roman,  qui  est  k  pen  pr^s  ideutiqne : 

1<>.  Une  reclamation  nait  «lu  jour  oil  le  prejudice  a  ete  cause  et  elie  appartient^ 
propriete  tk  la  personne  qui  a  subi  le  dommage,  par  consequent,  si  cette  personne 
ineurt,  elle  eutre  dans  la  succession  et  fait  partie  des  valeurs  k  reconvrer  de  cetto  floo- 
cession.  .   , 

2*».  CVst  par  les  mains  du  Gouvornemont  de  ce  proprietaire  originel  on  V^^^^  pi, 
la  reclamation  que  celle-ci  est  presentee;  il  sVn  suit  que  le  Goavernement  de  1*.^ 
publiqne  Franyaise  a  qualite  pour  faire  valoir  les  droits  poathumes  d'un  de  ses  d^' 
yens  defunt.  , .  , 

Les  conseils  des  Stats-Unis,  so  fondant  sur  une  iutcrpretatioa  JadaTqttO  da  irvw^ 
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del880,  no  vealent  considdrer  que  Ics  ay'auts  droit  (**  beneficiaries  '*)  actuels  de  la  t6- 
eluDatiou. 

Ha  allfegneut  q^ue  la  reclamation  ue  date  que  du  jour  de  la  sijjjnattire  du  traits ;  que 
C'Mt  le  traits  qui  Ta  cr66e;  quo  la  mort  du  r<Sclamaut  d^truit  la  r6claiuatiou  et  lib^ro 
le Gouveriiemeut  centre  lequel  elle  est  61ev6o. 

Mon collogue  des  JCtats-Uois,  tropprudent  pourreprodnirecesptoimsitious  v<?ritable- 
xnentextraordinaires,  u*en  adopte  pas  uioiu^  les  conH^queucos  pour  cr6er  uue  thdorie 
toute  Qouvelle,  celle  de  la  double  nationality  do  la  r^elauiatiou. 

Cette  ndcessitd  de  la  double  natioualitd  dont,  8oit  dit  en  passant,  on'ne  parlait  pas 
4'abord,  et  qui  senible  avoir  6t4  d<Scouverte  dans  le  couis  dc  la  discussion,  je  ne  la  vois 
unllepart  articul6e  dans  le  trait6.  CV'st  par  nne  inductiou  forcdc  ct  en  rattacbant 
lesunea  aux  autres  des  plinises  iucoh^rentes  du  traitd  qu'on  lui  douue  aujourd'bui 
nn corps.  Si  une  condition  aussi  iiuportantc,  et  je  jiuis  dire  fondamentale,  avait  6t6 
^anslapeuB^e  des  n^goiciateurs  du  lrait6,  ceux  ce  u'eussent  pas  ujanqu6  de  la  fonnu- 
leten  termes  expr6s  ct  distincts. 

La  citation  d'une  decision  do  la  Commission  Anglaise  dans  nn  cas  analogue  d'ad- 
minibtrateur  n'est  pas  concluayte.  11  cut  fallu  rappeler  en  ni6nie  tenii)s  quo  cette 
d^ision  a  6i6  univerfiellemeut  ct  justemeut  attaqu^c  et  u'a  pas  fait  pr<Sc6deut  dans 
Mtte  Commission. 

Vainement  aussi  a-t-on  pr^tendu  dtablir  une  similitude  avec  le  cas  do  PArcbevfiquo 
?*cich6;  les  deux  caa  sont  tout  h  fait  difl'(5 rents.  Mgr.  Percb6,r6clamant  primitif, 
kvait  Yoloutairement  abdiqu6  son  droit.  La  K^publiquo  Fran9aiso  n^avait  plus  b.  le 
►rot^ger.  Feu  Delrieu  lui  n^i  jamais  abdiqu^  le  sieu.  D^s  le  d6but  il  Pavait  remis 
ntre  lea  mains  de  son  Gouvernement;  il  y  est  restd  durant  sa  vie,  il  y  est  resld  aprbs 
a  mort.  Aucuu  acte  ue  Ten  a  retir6  ct  rien  n*a  dolid  le  Gouvernement  Franyais  du 
evoir  de  le  soutonir. 

lln'eat  pas  pins  admissible  de  prdtcndre  que  du  moment  que  Delrieu  est  mort  son 
ll^geance  a  cess^.  Elle  a  cess^,  si  Ton  vent,  uaturellement,  niais  Ics  droits  acquis  en 
erta  de  cette  ail6geance  ct  qui  en  d^coulent  ne  sont  point  uiortS;  ni  par  cons^^queut 
k  reclamation. 

L'aU^gation  que  la  reclamation  n'est  point  nn  droit  transuiis  par  bdritage,  que  c'est 
n  droit  qui  ne  prend  naissance  que  du  jour  de  la  signature  du  traitd  du  If)  Janvier 
Jfc'O,  et  aux  termes  do  ce  traitiS  seulemeut  en  faveur  de  citoyeus  frau^ais,  u^est  pas 
airautage  soutenable. 

Si  la  rlclamation  d*un  mort  ne  fait  pas  partie  de  sa  succession,  pourquoi  avoir  admis 
aiw  le  r^glement  qu*elle  serait  presentee  par  radmiuisti*ateurT 
Si  elle  ue  dat«  que  du  15  Janvier  18^0,  pourquoi,  une  fois  reconnue  juste,  lui  attri- 
nera-t  on  des  int^rdts  k  partir  du  jour  oil  le  dommage  a  6X6  commisf 
JjA  v6T\t6  est  que  la  reclamation  date  du  jour  oh  le  dommage  a  6t6  commis.  Ce  jour 
^  les^tats-Unis  out  contract6  une  dette  en  vers  Delrieu.  M.  Seward  dans  ses  notes, 
B  Pr6sident  Lincoln  dans  son  message  Tout  recounu.  Ce  droit  cr66  en  faveur  de 
>elri« 


kieiUait  intact  sous  la  sauvefifarde  du  Gouvernement  Fraugais.  C'dtait  commo  uue 
*ttre  de  change  endoss<Se  par  la  France  et  restde  en  portefeuille.  Delrieu  en  mouraut 
^  pu  la  transmettre  on  tonte  confiance  h  ses  hdritiers,  comme  on  transmet  une  crdanco 
j^  Tecouvrer,  certain  qu'un  jour  vieudrait  oil  elle  serait  pr^sent6e  et  qu'il  y  serait  fait 
aonneur. 

Lejonr  est  venu.  Le  trait6  du  15  Janvier,  en  instituant  le  tribunal  charge  de  rcn- 
^justice,  a  fonmi  k  la  cr^ance  de  Delrieu  contre  les  fitats-Unis  le  moyen  de  se  pro- 
^Bire;  nous  n'avons  qu*i  I'examiner:  si  elle  est  valable,  si  les  faits  sur  lesquels  est 
fondle  la  reclamation  sont  prouv^s  ;  s'il  y  a  lieu  h  indemnity,  cVst  A,  la  France  qu'elle 
"^it  fetre  payde,  an  credit  de  la  reclamation,  **  in  favor  ot*  the  claim." 

Ceproduit  de  I'iiidemnite  sera  ensuite  joint  t\  la  manse  des  autres  biens  de  la  suc- 
5***ion,pour  6tre  distribu6  aux  hdritiers  on  aux  creauciers,  dans  la  proportion  que  le 
J^e^) ordinaire  seul  est  appeld  h  determiner. 

JLa  distribntiou  ne  nous  regarde  pas.  Elle  est  essentiellement  du  ressort  des  tribn- 
Jaux.  KoOB  ne  sommes  pas  uu  tribunal  de  droit  commun,  ni  un  syndieat  charge  do 
*iirei  chacnn  sa  part.  Nous  sommes  appeies,  je  le  rei)ete,  i\  decider  s'il  y  a  on  n'y  a 
Pwlieai^  indemnite,  et,  celle-ci  accordee,  la  repartition  n'est  pas  notre  alVaire;  nous 
^*von«pas  qnalite  pour  en  distribuer  le  montaut  aux  heritiers,  pas  plus  qu'anx 
^^^nciers,  ni  verifier  I'emploi  qui  sera  fait  de  la  somme. 

^w«,  dit-on,  pourquoi  la  Republique  FraufaisesUugererait-elle  de  proteger  des  gens 
^ii  neloi  appartiennent  plus  et  des  interfits  qui  ne  sout  plus  les  sieus  t 

f  ceUon  lipond  en  repetant  que  ces  iuterfits  et  ces  interesses  elle  ne  peut  pas  les 
f'^'^re;  les  ayants  droit  aujonrd'hui  etrangers,  peuveut  redevenir  demain  fraupais; 
^criances  sont  transmissibles.  Un  exemple  d'ailleurs  suflira  d  demontrer  quo  la 
^^rieamericaine,  sous  couleur  d^exclure  seulement  les  inter^ts  etrangers,  atteiut  et 
^^doten  m^me  temps  les  intei-Ats  fran^ais. 


208  FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION, 

Qu^on  snppose  daiiB  nue  reclamation  une  jnste  iudeiiiDit^  de  $100,000  et  $50,000  do 
d^tten,  4  b^ritiers,  dont  en  deal  rest^  fran^ais  et  3  deveuiis  aai^ricaios.     Couform€> 
ineiit  k  I'opinion  de  mon  collogue  uous  ne  devrona  douuer  ^  ra<liiiinistratenr  pour  C6 
seul  h^ritier  franyais  que  le  quart,  c'est- ^-d ire  ^25,000 ;  mala  anssitdt  viendront  les 
cr6*iiicier9,  quelle  que  soit  leurnationalitd,  qui  poursuivront  Tadniiiiibtrateur  en  paye- 
meiit  de  la  totalit6  des  ^0,000  diis;  puis  les  coh^ritiers  ani6ricaios,  lesquels,  on  d<Spit 
de  rexcluftiou  que  uous  aurons  cru  devoir  pronoucer  contre  eux,  auront  recours  cen- 
tre I'atlmiuistratcur  et  r^clameront  leur  part  de  l'b6ritage  que  les  tribunaux  ne  ponr- 
ront  refuser  de  leur  adjugor,  en  sorte  que  Pbdritier  rest^  fruuy^is  non  seulement u  aura 
pas'aou  quart,  uiais  sera  expose  h  payer  ce  qu'il  u'aura  pas  reyu  et  que  Punique  r^nl- 
tat  sera  de  faire  proiiter  le  Gouverueineut  Aniericain  des f  abandon n6s.     Cen'eat^vi- 
deuinient  paa  Ih  ce  que  les  deux  Gouvernements  out  voulu  dire  dans  le  trait<$.    Le 
aeul  uioyen  de  ne  pas  arrivcr  a  des  consequences  aussi  nioustrueuses,  de  renter  dans 
riuteiition  du  traits,  j'njouterai  dans  la  justice  et  le  bon  seus,  c'est  de  payer  auniort, 
par  Teutrennse  de  Fadministrateur,  ce  qui  eut  6X6  payd  k  sa  personno  a*il  6tadt  vi- 
vant  ou,  dans  le  ciis  ofi  Ton  croirait  absolument  devoir  faire  une  distinction  entre 
les  b6ritiers,  d'attribuer  au  senl  restd  frangais  et  jiig6  digue,  la  totality,  prodnit  de  la 
reclamatiou. 

En  resume :  dans  mon  opinion,  c'est  l.e  donimajce  cause  qui  a  ct66  le  droit  da  rd- 
clamaut;  par  consequent  la  reclamation  date  du  jonr  du  dommage  cause  et  non  da 
jour  de  la  signature  du  traite. 

Le  traite  n'a  pas  cree  la  reclamation,  11  a  aenlement  cree  pour  elle  le  moyeu  de  ao 
produire  efificacement. 

La  reclamation  ne  meurt  point  aveo  le  redamant  et  la  mort  do  celui-ci  ne  degage 
pas  les  fltats-Uuis  ;  la  reclamation  survit,  elle  est  constituee  moralement  sur  le  mort, 
pourvn  que  celui-ci  u'ait  pas  personnellement  alieue  son  droit,  et,  en  fait,  elle  est  per- 
Bonnitieo.  dans  I'admiui^trateur,  non  dans  les  heritiers,  qui  ne  sout  admis  a  pronver  lenr 
capacite  qu'apr^s  rbglemeut  de  la  succession  par  I'admiuistratear,  et  devant  les  triba- 
•naux  ordinaires  et  non  devant  nous. 

Nous  sommes  incompetents  ik  faire  la  repartition,  comme  le  reconnalt  tr^  bien  M. 
le  juge  Aldis  lui-m6me  lorsqu'il  dit: 

/'No question  as  to  ultimate  distribution  of  the  fund  among  those  who  may^  claim 
it  by  conllicting  titles  can  arise  before  us,^'  &,c. ;  rien  di^ns  le  traite  ne  nous  investit 
de  ce  droit;  c'est  cej>endant  k  cela  <]iLe  nous  seiions  forcemcnt  amen es  si  nous  con- 
siderions  dans  eette  affaire  la  personue  des  beritiers  au  lieude  ne  considerer  quecelle 
du  mort  et  son  boirie. 

Comme  consideration  generale,  enfin,  ce  n'est  pas  la  faute  du  Gouvernement  Fran- 
^ais  si,  depnis  20  huh,  une  partie  d(.'«  redamants  a  disparu  par  la  mort,  et  le  Gouverne- 
ment des  ]i)tats-Unis  ne  saurait  6tre  admis  ii  bcnetlcicr  de  sa  negligence  et  dn  retard 
qu'il  a  mis  a  rendre  justice,  sans  quoi  un  gouvernement  pourrait  presque  tonjonrs,  en 
ajouruant  pendant  20  ou  30  anuees  un  reglemeut  de  reciamatious,  se  debaxrasser  de  1» 
plupart,  ce  qui  est  inadmissible. 

Je  repousse  done  le  demurrer. 

Le  Commi88aire  de  la  JR^pnbfique  Fran^Ue^ 
L.  DK  GEOFROY. 


Exhibit  F. 
french  and  american  claims  commission. 

Opmion  oj  Hon.  A,  0.  AldiSf  commisBtoner  for  the  United  Siatee^  upon  the  demurrer  to  IA# 

memorial  of  the  claimant. 

[Rendered  January  20, 1882.1 


WiLTZ,  ADMIXISTRATOR  OP  DeLRIEU, 

r. 
Thb  United  States.* 


i  No.  313. 


The  question  in  this  case  is  oue  of  jurisdiction.  It  is,  have  we  jnnsdiction  of  « 
case  where  it  does  not  appear  that  the  claimants,  or  anv  of  them,  are  French  citizens f 

Delrieu,  the  original  owner  of  the  claim,  was  a  French  citizen  when  the  claim  arose 
and  when  he  died,  and  if  he  were  living  could  present  the  claim. 

He  dead,  bis  heirs,  if  French  citizens,  could  appear  as  claimants,  and  we  should 
have  jurisdiction.  But  they  are  not  French  citizens  (probably  are  American  citizens), 
and  so  the  question  arises,  can  the  administrator  of  Delrieu,  who  has  no  interest  in 
the  claim  and  merely  represents  others  as  a  nominal  party,  and  who  therefore  need 
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uot  be  a  French  citizen — can  be  present  this  claim  as  administrator  of  Delrieu,  and 
recover  whatever  award  may  be  allowed  nominally  for  the  estate  of  Delrieu,  but 
really  for  the  heirs,  who  are  not  French  citizens  f  Is  it  sufficient  to  sustain  our  ju- 
risdiction that  Delrieu,  the  original  owner  of  the  olaim,  was  a  French  citizen  ;  or  must 
the  present  owners  (his  heirs)  be  French  citizens? 

I. 

The  convention  which  created  this  Commission  determines  its  Jurisdiction.     In- 
examining  the  language  of  the  convention  to  ascertain  the  extent  and  limits  of  our 
juriediction  we  must  be  governed  by  the  established  rules  of  interpretation  which 
apply  alike  to  treaties  and  to  statutes. 

We  must  examine  the  terms  of  the  convention,  the  words  used  in  defining  our  juris- 
diction. In  interpreting  the^e  words  we  must  give  them  their  plain  and  ordinary 
meaning.    We  may  not  give  them  a  forced  meaning  against  their  natural  import. 

Articles  I  and  II  describe  the  claims  of  which  we  have  jurisdiction. 

Art.  I.  Claims  against  the  United  States  are  described  as  follows:  ''AH  claims  on 
the  part  of  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individuals,  citizens  of  France,'upon 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  arising  dut  of  acts  committed  against  the  per- 
iODSor  property  of  citizens  of  France  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United 
8tate8,  or  voluntarily  giving  aid  or  comfort  to  the  same,  by  the  civil  or  military  au* 
thoritiesof  the  Government  of  the  United  States/'  Scc.j  ''shall  be  referred  to  three 
eommissioners,''  &c. 

By  this  article  two  things  are  plainly  required  as  to  citizenship — first,  that  the  "  pri- 
Tate  individuals '*  who  are  claimants  nust  be  French  citizens  ;  and,  second,  that  the 
acts  out  of  which  the  claim  arises  must  have  been  committed  against  the  persons  or 
property  of  French  citizens  not  in  the  service  of  the  Confederacy  or  voluntarily  giv- 
mg  aid  or  comfort  to  the  same. 

Article  II  provides  that  "  the  Commission  shall  examine  and  decide  all  claims  of 
the  aforesaid  character  presented  to  them  by  the  citizens  of  either  country,''  &o. 
This  plainly  means  that  the  person  who  presents  the  claim — that  is,  the  real  claim- 
antr-must  be  a  citizen  of  the  country  through  whose  agent  be  makes  claim. 

We  think  the  language  of  these  two  articles  is  susceptible  of  only  one  construction, 
^,that  the  claimant,  the  real  claimant,  who  presents  the  claim  and  who  will  re- 
ceive the  compensation,  if  any  is  awarded,  must  be  a  French  citizen. 

It8p>eaks  in  the  present;  it  means  those  who  now  present  the  claim  and  who  are 
now  French  citizens.  It  does  not  8a.y  who  now  are  "  or  have  been  "  French  citizens. 
U  does  not  say  "  French  citizens  or  the  heirs  of  deceased  citizens  of  France."  Either 
of  these  exprfssitms,  so  easily  and  natarally  used,  if  such  meaning  was  intended, 
woold  have  sustained  the  construction  now  contended  for  by  the  counsel  of  the  French 
Bepiil^Iic.     But  they  are  not  used,  and  the  words  used  look  only  to  the  present. 

One  who  was  once  a  citizen,  but  whose  citizenship  has  been  ended  by  death,  who 
no  longer  owes  allegiance  or  can  render  service  t(»  the  state,  and  who  can  no  longer 
Kceivo  protection  from  the  state,  would  not  in  ordinary  language  be  described  as  a 
"private  individual" — "a  citizen"  who  is  to  "present  his  claim."     Delrieu  as  a 

Srivate  individual  has  ceased  to  exist.  He  can  have,  can  present,  no  claim.  At  his 
eath  it  passed  to  his  heirs.  He  can  no  longer  be  a  citizen.  His  allegiance  ended 
with  his  life.  He  does  not  even  present  the  claim  by  this  administrator;  for  the  ad- 
mipistrator  in  his  memorial  says  the  "present  beneficial  owners  are  the  creditors  and 
heirs  of  Delrieu,  who  are  legally  represented  by  your  memorialist."  The  administra- 
tor does  net  represent  Delrieu,  but  his  creditors  and  heirs.  Delrieu  was  the  person 
aj^aiost  whose  propertv  the  acts  were  committed,  and  for  that  reason  is  properly  men- 
tiooed  in  the  memorial  and  his  French  citizenship  alleged. 

The  force  of  the  words  used  in  the  second  article—"  the  Commission  shall  decide  all 
claims  of  the  aforesaid  charACteT  presented  to  them  by  the  citizens  of  either  country," 
as  indicating  that  the  real  claimants  who  present  them  must  be  citizens— is  sought  to 
he  avoided  by  saying  that  the  words  were  **  accidentally  used  "  by  Mr.  Evarts.    Their 
force  is  too  potent  and  significant.to  ailmit  of  such  an  explanation,  and  few  public 
nien  are  more  notable  than  the  gentleman  referred  to  for  selecting  words  not  "by 
accident,"  but  with  intent  to  express  th^  exact  meaning.     The  words  used  show  that 
the  real  aud  living  persons  are  meant,  who  are  to  present  their  claims,  and  they  must 
be  French  citizens ;  and  though  the  claims  must  be  presented  by  the  agents  of  the  Gov- 
ernments, yet  that  is  but  the  form  of  the  proceeding,  while  ^he  substance  is  that  bo- 
hiod  these  Government  agents  stand  the  real  claimants  to  whom  the  article  refers. 
France  has  no  pecuniary  interest  in  the  award.     She  asks  pecuniary  compensation, 
not  for  herself,  but  as  reparation  for  the  wrong  done  her  citizens. 

It  is  urged  that  the  claim  belongs  to  the  estate  of  the  deceased,  and  that  if  the  de- 
ceased was  a  citizen  of  France  that  is  enough.  In  reality  "the  estate  of  tlio  de- 
ceased "  is  only  another  form  of  expression  for  "  the  heirs  of  the  deceased  claimant." 

H.  Ex.  235 U 
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ITpoD  the  death  of  the  anceator  the  claim  desceocls  to  the  heirs  (subject  to  the  debts  of 
creditors,  but  none  are  here  shown),  who  then  become  the  owners  of  the  claim — the  real 
claimants — and  who  are  *' private  individuals,"  not  **une  entity  impersonnelle.'' 
They  do  not  appear  before  us  as  claimants,  probably  because  they  are  not  French  citi- 
zens', and  cannot  take  the  oath  required  by  our  rules  that  they  are  French  citizens. 
Hence  they  seek  to  evade  the  provisions  of  the  convention  requiring  the  claimants  to 
be  French  citizens  by  putting  forward  an  administrator  as  claimant,  who,  because  he  is 
not  a  real  claimant,  but  onl^y  a  mere  renresentati  ve  of  others,  need  not  be  a  French  citi- 
zen nor  make  oath  that  he  is.  Then  the  heirsclaim  that  the  French  citizenship  of  Del- 
rieu  is  sufficient  to  enable  the  administrator  to  recover  for  their  benefit. 

It  is  in  the  nature  of  all  judicial  proceedings  that,  so  far  as  possible,  the  real  parties 
whose  rights  are  to  be  investigated,  and  who  will  be  bound  by  the  judgments  rendered, 
shall  appear  and  be  made  parties.  Especially  should  this  be  so  when  the  very  right  to 
recover  depends,  as  it  does  here,  upon  two  facta  which  are  personal  to  the  clahuant«, 
viz,  French  citizenship  and  neutrality — facts  which  cannot  be  investigated  until  the 
real  claimants  are  known. 

Hence,  in  our  judgment,  when  the  convention  speaks  of  the  ^'claims  of  French  cit- 
izens "  it  means  to  refer  to  real  and  living  claimants  who  were  I'Yench  citizens  at  the 
time  the  convention  was  frame<l. 

II. 

The  reason  of  the  case,  as  well  as  the  t^rms  of  the  convention,  requires  that  the 
claimant's  should  be  French  citizens.     French  citizens  owe  France  allegiance  and 
service  in  peace  and  war,  and  in  return  are  entitled  to  her  protection.    But  American, 
British,  German,  or  other  foreign  citizens  do  not  owe  France  allegiance  and  cannot 
claim  her  protection.    She  will  not  interfere  in  their  behlilf,  but  leaves  them  to  the 
protection  of  their  own  Governments.     Especially  France  ought  not  to  and  will  not 
interfere  in  behalf  of  American  citizens  against  their  own  Government.     That  would 
justly  be  regarded  as  olfensive  to  the  dignity  and  honor  of  the  United  States.     It  woold 
virtually  be  saying  to  the  United  States,  **  You  do  not  regard  the  rights  and  redresa 
the  wrongs  of  American,  citizens,  and  so  we  are  obliged  to  interfere  m  their  behalf'^ 
No  Government  will  permit  another  to  intervene  between  it  and  its  own  citizens,  anA. 
no  Government  is  more  scrupulous  than  France  in  not  trenching  upon  this  sacrec^ 
principle  of  national  independence. 

III. 

The  precedents  all  sustain  this  decision. 

The  claims  of  British  subjects  against  the  United  States,  which  the  British  ac^.^ 
American  Claims  Commission  was  established  to  a^nst,  were  of  the  same  charact^^^r 
as  the  claims  of  French  citizens  which  this  Commission  is  to  settle.  Hence,  the  trea»^^y 
which  created  that  Commission  served  as  the  model  of  this,  and  the  articles  of  tl^^Wt 
treaty  and  of  this  convention  are  almost  uniformly  the  same,  both  in  substance  fc^:^(l 
language.  

On  the  point  of  citizenship  they  are  the  same.  Hence,  decisions  of  that  Commisai^^oQ 
are  of  great  value  for  our  instruction  and  guidance. 

The  decision  of  that  Commission  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  Grayson  (No.  291,  Hale's  ^^E2e- 
port,  p.  19)  is  directly  in  point  to  sustain  the  decision  we  now  make. 

One  Cowley,  a  British  subject,  had  a  claim  against  the  United  States.    He  d.  "^ed. 
Hifi  widow  married  a  Mr.  Gra^^son,  an  American  citizen,  and  so  by  marriage  becs^me 
an  American  citizen.     The  heirs  of  Cowley  were  British  subjects.     The  Commia^sioo 
held  that  she,  having  become  an  American  citizen,  could  not  recover  for  her  hatf^  hat 
that  the  heirs,  who  remained  British  subjects,  were  entitled  to  an  award  for  their  xmA/£ 
Apply  the  principle  of  that  oaf  e  to  this.     If  the  widow  or  heirs  of  Delrieu  hav^  be- 
come American  citizens  they  cannot  recover;  but  if  they  remain  French  citizens  tier 
can  recover. 

We  can  hardly  suppose  that  this  decision,  then  a  recent  one,  ^as  unknown  to  ^^ 
learned  Secretary  of  State  and  the  able  and  accomplishnl  French  minister  whone^- 
tiated  this  convention.     If  they  had  intended  that  a  different  principle  from  the  one 
so  established,  viz,  the  one  contended  for  by  the  claimant  here,  should  be  the  law  o( 
this  Commission,  they  doubtless  would  have  introduced  into  the  articles  of  this  con- 
vention some  clause  expressing  the  change  they  desired  and  declaring  the  newpn'n- 
ciple  they  wished  to  adopt.     But  they  made  no  change.     In  adopting  the  language  of 
the  British  treaty  they  must  be  held  to  have  adopted  the  construction  put  apoo  that 
language. 

If  it  be  true,  as  stated  in  the  brief  for  Roman,  that  this  decision  of  the  British  and 
American  Claims  Commission  is  ''against  public  law,  justice,  and  equity,  and  has 
been  shown  to  be  in  practice  unjust,  inequitable,  and  utterly  vain  and  futile,"  ^^ 
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ecems  HA  if  it  wonld  have  attracted  the  attention  of  the  gentlemen  who  drew  up  the 
eonveutioD,  and  that  they  would  have  inserted  some  article  in  it  to  guard  against 
such  a  decision  in  the  future. 

We  think  the  deoiMon  was  right;  that  the  precedent  is  a.  good  one,  and  ought  to 
be  followed. 

We  are  not  aware  that  any  precedent  can  be  found  in  the  judgments  of  any  inter- 
national commission  sustaining  the  doctrine  that  the  citizenship  of  a  deceased  claim- 
ant  is  sufficient  when  the  real  claimants  are  not  citizens. 

The  case  of  Comegys  r.  Vasse  has  been  much  pressed  as  an  authority  for  this  doc- 
trine, but  the  question  that  arises  hero  did  not  arise  in  that  case.     Vasse  and  his 
assignees  w^ere  alive,  and  the  international  court  had  full  jurisdiction.     Vasse  and 
Comegys  both  claimed  that  the  Commission  had  jurindiction  and  that  the  award  wae 
valid,  and  Judge  Story  says  that  the  award  was  final  and  conclusive  and  not  re- 
examinable  by  any  other  tribnnal.     The  questions  in  that  case  were  not  as  to  what 
facts  were  necessary  to  give  the  International  Commission  jurisdiction,  but,  first, 
whether  the  award,  being  to  the  assignees,  was  conclusive  against  Vasse;  and,  second, 
whether  the  claim  under  the  bankrupt  laws  passed  to  the  assignees.     No  question 
ttose  or  could  arise  in  regard  to  what  facts  were  necessary  to  give  the  Commission 
jurisdiction.     The  passage  cited  from  Judge  Story's  opinion  was  a  mere  ^*  ohUer  diC' 
tmt,"true  in  that  cane,  but  not  correct  if  Vasse  had  been  dead  and  the  question  had 
arinen  whether  his  heirs  or  assignees,  not  being  American  citizens,  could  present  the 
claim  and  give  the  Commission  juri^diction.      But  such  a  case — such  as  this  is — was 
not  before  the  court  nor  in  the  mind  of  the  judge,  and  the  remark  cited  can  have  no 
applioation  to  it. 

lu  ibis  connection  it  is  proper  for  us  to  say  that  no  question  as  t5  the  ultimate  dis- 
tribution of  the  fund  among  those  who  may  claim  it  by  conflicting  titlt-s  can  arise 
before  as.  We  inquire  us  to  who  the  claimants  are,  and  whether  they  are  French 
eitizentt, only  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  give  us  jurisdiction,  and  in  the  decision  we 
beremake  there  is  nothing  that  conflicts  in  the  least  with  the  decision  of  Comegys  v. 
Vasse.  When  jurisdiction  is  established,  then  the  award  is  given  to  the  claimants, 
Mthey  are  entitled  to  it  according  to  the  evidence. 

• 

IV. 

If  the  statements  in  the  memorial  are  sufficient,  then  it  nee<l  only  be  proved  that 
Delrien  was  a  French  citizen  and  did  not  aid  the  Confederacy  to  entitle  the  heirs  to 
the  award.  They  need  not  prove  that  they  were  neutral.  It  is  enough  that  Delrien 
^as.  These  real  claimants,  though  in  the  service  of  the  Confederacy  during  the  whole 
four  yean  of  the  war,  will  receive  compensation,  while  the  claims  of  all  other  French 
<^aimant8  would  be  defeated  by  such  facts. 

Bat  it  is  when  we  consider  the  real  claimants  as  American  citizens  that  the  nn- 
'easonablenese  of  the  doctrine  is  most  apparent. 

Suppose,  when  this  Convention  was  being  framed,  that  the  French  Goverpment  had 
^id,  We  wish  that  American  citizens,  who  are  the  heirs  of  deceased  French  citizens, 
•ball  have  the  same  right  to  an  allowance  for  the  claims  of  the  deceased  that  French 
citizens  have — ^the  American  Government  wonld  have  replied,  Noj  and. for  two  rea- 
^os.  1st.  We  take  care  of  and  protect  the  ri/^hte  of  American  citizens,  and  it  is  not 
^or  any  foreign  Government  to  interfere  in  their  behalf  against  us.  2d.  The  rule  as  to 
tbem  and  their  conduct  and  obligations  to  the  Government  is  very  different  from  that 
<*f  French  citizens.  French  citizens  were  bound  only  to  be  neutral,  and  they  did  their 
"^hole  duty  if  they  remained  strictly  neutral.  But  American  citizens  were  bound  to  be 
loyal  to  the  Government — to  actively  aid  it  when  called  upon.  Neutrality  was  not 
enough  for  them;  and  their  claims  cannot  be  allowed  on  the  proof  of  neutrality,  as 
tbose  of  French  citizens  are. 

But  it  is  upon  the  plain  language  of  the  Convention  that  we  rest  this  decision.  We 
ftllade  to  the  reason  of  the  case,  the  precedents  of  the  British  and  American  Claims 
(^ODinii«sion,  and  the  unreasonable  results  to  follow  from  a  contrary  rule,  only  as 
•^ngthening  the  conclusion  which  we  draw  from  the  text  of  the  Convention. 


212  FRENCH    AND   AMERICAN    CLAIMS    COMMISSION. 

Exhibit  G. 

FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 

Pierre  NouQufe      ) 

V.  >  No.  323. 

The  United  States.  ) 

DisaenUng  opinion  of  Mr.  Commissioner  Al4is. 
[Filed  April  28, 1883.] 

In  the  decision  of  this  case  I  was  not  able  to  concur  with  my  colleagues. 

I  respectfully  offer  my  reasons  for  my  dissent,  and  request  that  they  may  appear  io 
the  record  of  the  case. 

Upon  thd  hearing  of  this  case  it  appears  from  Exhibit  B  (pp.  98,  99,  100)  that  the 
claimant,  Pierre  Nougu^,  bought  a  slav^e  of  Madame  Roudeau  on  the  25th  May,  1^. 

The  French  law  (see  sec.  ti  of  the  law  of  April  27,  1848)  provides  : 

*' A  ravernir,  mdme  en  pays  Stranger,  il  est  interdit  k  tout  Fran^ais,  de  poMeder, 
d'acheter  on  de  vendre  des  esclaves  et  de  partioiper  soit  directement  soit  indirectemeDt, 
ik  toujb  trafic  on  exploitation  de  ce  genre.  Toute  infraction  k  ces  dispositions  entrainen 
la  perte  de  la  quality  de  citoyen  Frau^ais." 

A  proviso  of  the  law  allowed  those  owning  slaves  three  years  to  conform  to  the  law 
by  freeing  or  disposing  of  their  slaves,  and  tnis  was  afterwards  extended  to  ten  yean. 

On  the  25th  May,  1&8  (see  Dalloz,  1858,  4th  partie,  lols,  decrets  et  actes  legislatifs, 

?.  62),  after  full  investigation  and  report  from  a  committee,  the  law  of  the  27tb  April. 
848,  was  modified  so  that  it  should  not  apply  to  those  owners  of  slaves  who  owned 
or  possessed  them  before  the  27th  April,  1848.  or  whose  ownership  or  possessioo  of  the 
slaves  ^'resulterait  soit  de  succession,  soit  de  conventions  matrimoniales ; "  that  is, 
came  by  succession,  or  inheritance,  by  gifts  testamentary,  or  inter  vivos,  or  by  matri- 
monial agreements  or  settlements. 

As  Mr.  Nougu^  bought  the  slave  in  May,  1859,  he  does  not  come  within  any  of  the 
exceptions  of  the  law ;  that  is,  he  did  not  own  the  slave  before  April  27,  1848,  nor  did 
his  ownership  arise  from  succession  or  inheritance,  from  sift  or  marriage  agreement. 
It  was  the  very  act  of  voluntarily  buying  and  owning  a  slave,  which,  by  the  French 
law,  '^entrainera  la  perte  de  la  qualit^  de  uitoyen  Fran^ais,'*  involves  the  loss  of 
French  citizenship. 

The  Exhibit  B  is  the  notarial  act  by  which  Nongu^  bought  and  Madame  Boadeau 
sold  the  slave,  and  is,  by  the  law  of  Louisiana,  the  proper  legal  record  aud  proof  of 
the  sale  and  purchase ;  and  it  is  admitted  that  Nougu^,  the  claimant,  is  therfougn^ 
named  in  the  notarial  record. 

The  proper  and  legal  proof,  by  notarial  record,  of  the  purchase  of  the  slave  in  May, 
18.59,  by  the  claimant  is  furnished  us  by  the  defendant  Gt>verument.  No  attempt  is 
made  by  the  claimant,  though  a  witness,  t^  deny  or  dispute  the  fact.  May  we  not 
properly  say  that  the  fact  is  proved  beyond  dispute  Y  The  irrestible  conclusion  is  that 
Mr.  Nougn^  is  not  a  French  citizen  by  French  law ;  that  by  his  own  volnntary  act 
in  doing  what  is  forbidden  by  French  law,  he  has  incurred  the  loss  of  French  cituen- 
ship. 

Two  objections  are  made  to  this  conclusion  by  the  counsel  for  the  claimant. 

1st.  That  the  words  of  the  act  of  April  27,  1848,  '<  la  perte  de  la  quality  de  oitoyea 
Fran^ais,''  does  not  mean  loss  of  French  nationality,  but  only  of  the  right  to  voteand 
hold  office. 

(A.)  To  determine  what  is  the  jnst  construction  of  a  law,  we  may  look  not  only  *^ 
the  words  used  in  the  statute,  but  to  the  report  of  the  committee  authorized  to  con- 
sider the  subject,  and  to  propose  a  law  for  adoption  by  the  Corps  Legislatif. 

Referring  to  the  report  of  the  committee  that  was  authorized  by  the  Corps  Legis- 
latif to  present  a  law  on  this  subject,  and  which  present>ed  this  law,  we  find  the  most 
conclusive  proof  that  the  words  **  perte  de  la  quality  de  citoyen  Fran^ais''  were  in- 
tended to  mean  ^'  loss  of  nationality,^'  loss  of  all  the  rights  of  citizenship  as  expressed 
in  the  constitution  of  France,  and  which  are  involved  **  in  allegiance,''  and  for  which 
France  guarantees  "  protection." 

The  report  of  the  committee  which  presented  this  law  says : 

•*  II  veut  que  le  Frangais  on  quelque  pays  quMl  reside  abdlque  le  honteux  privil^ 
de  possdder  un  homme ;  la  quality  de  maltre  devient  incompatible  avec  le  titrede 
citoyen  Fran^ais :  c'est  renier  son  pays  quo  d'en  renier  le  dogme  fondamentale."  (6^ 
Dalloz.) 

(B.)  Again,  in  1858,  when  the  law  and  the  proposed  modification  of  it,  as  belbre 
stated,  came  before  the  Corps  Legislatif,  the  committee,  in  their  report  proposing  the 
modifications  then  adopted,  said:  '^Le  sentiment  de  dignity  nationale  refhseder^ 
noaattre  un  Frau^ais  dans  I'homme  qui  fait  de  son  semblable  un  objet  de  com- 
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d©  Incre.*'  It  proceeds  to  say  that. to  enforce  the  law  more  than  twenty 
1  Frenchmen  in  North  America,  Cuba,  and  Brazil  will  be  ^^sous  peine  d'etre 
i7w^;"  that  they  will  be  forced  to  choose  between  the  ruin  of  their  for- 
d  the  abjuration  of  their  nationalite.  After  proposing  the  modifications  of 
as  adopted  in  1858,  it  closed  thus:  '*I1  n'est  cependant  pas  iudiff(6rent,  an 
e  vue  de  la  dignity  nationale,  de  consacrer  de  nouveau,  apres  dix  ans  d'exp^- 
e  principe  que  nul  Francis  ne  pent,  en  quelque  pays  quMl  habite,  fetre  un 
id,  on  mdme  un  simple  achetenr  d'esclaves.''  Such  language  can  apply  only 
citoyeu  Fran^ais  "  in  its  largest  sense  as  used  in  the  constitution.  'Hie  words 
1  Franyais.'' 

ls  the  owner  of  slaves  could  not  reside  in  France  or  its  colonies  and  own 
lere,  but  must  reside  in  a  foreign  country  that  tolerated  slavery,  it  is  plain 
)  penalty  of  not  voting  and  holding  office  in  France,  as  claimant  contends, 
e  for  the  slave-holder  no  penalty  at  all.  He  would  have  to  choose  not  ''  be- 
]e  loss  of  his  fortune  and  the  abjuration  of  his  nationality,''  but  between  the 
is  fortune  and  the  exercise  of  political  rights  which  he  had  voluntarily  relin- 
and  could  not  exercise,  and  which  therefore  were  of  no  account  to  him. 
>,  women  in  France  cannot  vote  and  hold  office.  Did  this  law  intend  to  leave 
e*to  remain  French  and  still  to  buy  and  sell  slaves  f 

ords  employed,  ^*citoyen  Fraii^ais/'  were  intended  to  be  used  in  the  same  sense 
i  they  are  used  in  the  constitution  of  lb4H,  as  descriptive  of  the  rights  and 
ity  of  ail  Frenchmen,  and  as  synonymous  with  the  term  **  Fran9ais,"  as  used 
Charte  Constitntionelle"  of  1830.  and  not  in  the  narrow  sense  of  a  voter  and 
•holder. 

le  second  objection  is  that  the  loss  of  citizenship  must  be  established  by  the 
fsome  competent  judicial  tribunal  of  France,  and  this  can  be  shown  only  by 
rd  of  the  proper  French  authorities.  At  the  same  time  that  the  counsel  pro- 
,  this  novel  doctrine  they  admit  that  **  France  has  not  yet  established  any 
of  ascertaining  what  portion  of  its  citizens  resident  in  the  United  States  have 
ider  decree.'* 
'he  result  of  the  two  propositions  is  that  the  record  of  a  competent  judicial 

of  France  is  the  proper  and  only  proof  of  the  loss  of  l<>ench  citizenship  un- 
law ;  and  that  there  is  no  such  competent  judicial  tribunal  as  yet  established 
Min  the  fact,  and  therefore  there  cannot  be  any  such  record.  This  seems  to 
)  what  the  logicians  call  the  **  reductio  ad  ahsurdum."  It  is  not  possible  to  get 
roof,  therefore  record  proof  is  the  only  proper— the  indispensable  proof, 
uite  true,  as  the  counsel  say,  that  the  French  law  does  not  provide  either  by 
i  statute,  or  by  any  general  law,  how  the  loss  of  French  citizenship  shall  be 
led  and  shown.    In  the  absence  of  such  law  as  to.  the  method  or  mode  of  pro- 

0  establish  it,  the  law  itself  does  not  become  null  and  void.  The  law  is  still 
[>rce,  and  like  all  other  laws,  is  to  be  enforced  in  France  by  the  ordinary  tri- 
>f  France  before  which  the  question  may  arise,  and  out  of  France  by  any  tri- 
»tablished  by  the  authority  or  with  the  consent  of  France,  and  before  which 
ition  of  loss  of  citizenship  properlv  arises. 

nee  in  declaring  what  facts  entaited  the  loss  of  French  citizenship  had  also 

1  a  special  tribunal  for  ascertaining  ihe  fact — so  that  the  finding  of  the  fact 
tribunial  was  essential  to  the  loss  of  French  citizenship — then  such  an  objeo- 

8  here  made  would  be  valid.  But  there  is  nothing  of  the  kind;  there  is  no 
inch  law,  general  or  special.  The  law  declaring  how  French  citizenship  is 
It  voluntary  acts  of  a  French  citizen  shall  deprive  him  of  his  French  nation- 
a  general  law.  No  special  tribunal  is  created  to  take  jurisdiction  of  it  and 
the  status  of  the  party  in  all  cases  and  everywhere.     It  stands,  therefore,  like 

r  laws.    Its  execution  is  committed  to  the  ordinary  tribunals,  before  which 

9  growing  out  of  the  law  may  arise,  to  settle  the  question  in  the  case  where 
.  It  is  the  province  and  proper  duty  of  all  courts  of  general  jurisdiction  to  take 
ice  of  all  oases  and  questions  arising  under  the  laws  of  the  land  when  they 
fore  them,  and  when  no  other  special  tribunal  is  expressly  provided. 

'bis  commission  is  a  court  established  by  the  republics  ot  France  and  the 
itat^s  of  America.  It  has  oomploto,  ample,  and  exclusive  inrisdiction  of  cer- 
ms  by  the  citizens  of  each  country  upon  the  Government  of  the  other.  It  has 
iction  of  a  claim  against  the  United  States  unless  the  person  presenting  it  is 
of  France.  Hence  the  question  whether  the  person  presenting  the  claim  is 
'  a  French  citizen  is  the  first  question  that  arises  upon  the  examination  of 
lim.  The  convention  does  not  restrict  us  in  any  manner  as  to  the  evidence 
receive  upon  this  point.  Wo  have  the  right  to  admit,  we  are  bound  to  re- 
i  consider,  all  evidence  upon  this  questibn  which  courts  of  general  jusisdic- 
er  in  France  or  the  Unitea  States  would  receive  if  the  question  were  ponding 
lem.  In  such  courts  the  question  always  is,  does  the  evidence  offered  tend  to 
to  disprove  the  point  at  issue  ?  With  us  it  Is,  does  the  evidence  tend  to  prove 
}Tove  the  fact  upon  which  French  citizenship  rests  1 
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^  The  right  conferred,  the  duty  imposed  on  us  (see  Art.  V  of  the  Convention),* 
oonsider  and  decide"  this  question  of  citizenship — the  vital  question  on  which 
Jurisdiction  rests — confer  upon  us  also  the  right,  and  imposes  on  us  the  dnty  of 
ceiving  all  und  any  legal  evidence  which  tends  to  prove  or  disprove  that  fact.  1 
Convention  imposes  only  one  limitation  as  to  the  evidence,  and  that  is  that  we  m 
decide  the  claims  ^Mipon  evidence  or  information  only  as  shall  be  furnished  by  oi 
behalf  of  the  respective  Governments  in  support  of  or  in  answer  to  any  claii 
(Art.  V.) 

This  is  the  only  limitation  or  restriction  imposed  by  the  Convention  upon  us. 
all  other  respects,  as  to  receiving  and  considering  evidence,  we  have,  in  rej^ard 
questions  within  our  jurisdiction,  the  same  right  and  the  same  duty  that  all  ot 
courts  of  general  jurisdiction  have  when  the  same  or  similar  questions  arise  bei 
them. 

(C.)  If  France  had  intended  to  limit  us  or  require  us  to  be  governed  by  the  deeiai 
of  her  courts  upon  this  question,  or,  rather,  had  intended  to  specially  require  of  ui 
consider  all  persons  born  in  France  French  citizenship,  unless  a  record  of  a  French  co 
declaring  that  they  had  lost  their  citizenship  wiis  produced,  and  that  no  other  evide 
but  such  record  should  be  received,  such  a  novel  and  unusual  departure  from 
rales  of  evidence  as  recognized  by  courts  should  have  been  expressly  inserted  in 
Convention. 

There  is  no  such  law  in  France. 

There  is  no  such  decision  of  any  French  court.  The  industry  and  research  of  co 
gel  have  failed  to  tind  one. 

There  is  no  such  rnle  of  evidence  recognized  in  the  decisions  of  international  ot 
missions  anywhere  or  at. any  time. 

The  doctrine  is  unknown  to  writers  on  public  laws.  It  is  opposed  to  the  mlei 
evidence  as  recognized  in  all  courts  of  general  jurisdici ion  and  in  the  treatises  u] 
evidence  of  writers  of  the  highest  authority. 

(D.)  It  is  almost  impossible  that  such  a  record  of  a  French  court  should  exist.  1 
Frenchman  who  owns  slaves  contrary  to  French  law  will  not  reside  in  France  oi 
her  colonies,  but  in  a  foreign  country,  where  slavery  is  tolerated.  He  would  rarely 
ever  return  to  France  to  exttrcise  any  other  than  those  civil  rights  which  are  now 
generally,  almost  universally,  granted  to  all  foreigners.  Hence  the  question  as  to 
citizenship  could  scarcely  arise  in  France  and  come  before  a  French  court.  To  requ 
the  proof  of  loss  of  citizenship  by  the  record  of  a  French  court,  and  exclude  all  otl 
evidence  of  the  fact,  is  requiring  a  kind  of  proof  that  scarcely  ever  exists — a  kind 
proof  not  required  by  public  law  or  by  French  law,  or  by  international  commissio 
and  is  opposed  to  the  practice  of  all  high  courts. 

(£.)  If  the  fact  were  of  a  nature  that  would  appear  of  record  in  the  ordinary  ecu 
of  business  life,  then  there  would  be  reason  for  requiring  the  record.  But  theei 
trary  is  true.  The  fact  is  a  voluntary  act  of  the  slave-owner  in  a  foreign  count 
No  proof  of  it  exists  but  in  the  foreign  country.  The  fact  would  rarely  if  ever 
known  in  France.  It  could  never  appear  of  record  in  France  unless  the  slave^owi 
should  return  to  France  and  attempt  to  exercise  rights  belonging  only  to  French  ej 
zens.  Now,  in  France  all  ordinary  civil  rights  are  bestowea  upon  foreigners.  T 
only  from  political  rights — such  as  to  vote  and  hold  office — that  they  are  exclnd 
And  hence  a  proceeding  in  a  French  court  to  establish  the  loss  of  citizenship  thrtm 
slave-holding  abroad,  and  so  that  the  loss  could  be  proved  by  record,  would  be  a  n= 
nnnsual  and  extraordinary  event.*  To  require  such  record  proof  is  really  to  re| 
the  law. 

(F. )  Nor  is  there  any  reason  why  the  fact  should  be  proved  by  the  recard  of  a  Fro 
court. 

The  act  of  buying  a  slave  is  the  voluntar}-  act  of  the  individual.  In  making  the  '] 
chase  he  must  conform  to  the  laws  of  the  country  which  regulate  such  sales, 
makes  no  record  in  France ;  he  hides  the  act  from  French  authorities,  for  he  "^ 
knows  that  it  is  in  violation  of  French  law,  and  that  thereby  he  forfeits  his  c\t^i 
ship.  It  is  contrary  to  reason-  to  require  a  kiudtof  proof  that  cannot  be  supposed 
exist  when  the  proper  and  legal  and  usual  proof  by  notarial  record  exists  ao< 
offered  in  evidence. 

By  the  laws  of  Louisiana  and  of  the  United  States,  the  notarial  record  is  the  le^ 
proof  of  the  sale  and  purchase  of  the  slave ;  the  legal  and  suflicient  proof.  Why 
not  the  proof  of  the  purchase  of  a  slave,  which  is  required  by  the  law  of  the  Unit* 
States,  when  the  purchase  is  made  on  United  States  soil,  the  best,  the  only,  and  tl 
paramount  proof?  It  is  the  proof  that  would  be  required  in  a  French  court,  if  ti 
question  should  ever  come  before  it^ 

The  proof  of  the  act  is  one  thing,  tbe  consequences  which  flow  from  it,  another. 

The  consequences  of  the  act  depend  not  on  tbe  kind  of  proof  of  the  act,  but  upo 

what  French  law  declares  the  consequences  shall  be.     The  French   law  decl&n 

that  the  act  itself  entails  the  loss  of  citizenship;  nowhere  does  it  say  that  the  M 

is  not  eoough  nnless  it  is  proved  in  and  established  by  a  French  court.    If  the  Corp 
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Legislatif  had  intended  that  before  citizenship  was  lost  there  should  be  not  only  the 
aet,  bnt  also  a  decree  of  some  French  court  that  the  act  was  proved,  why  was  not 
such  a  provision  enacted  with  the  law  7  Why  was  not  some  method  provided  by 
which  persons  so  forfeiting  citizenship  should  or  could  be  called  before  some  court, 
and  the  trial  and  proof  and  proper  record  be  made  there  T  By  omitting  all  such 
special  provisions  the  question  was  left  to  any  tribunal  having  iurisdiction  of  the 
qaestion  to  find  the  fact  and  the  loss  of  citizenship  according  to  the  general  rules  of 
evidence. 

(6.)  The  principle  involved  in  the  decision  of  this  question  reaches  beyond  the  laws 
of  France,  and  must  have  its  application  to  other  countries  having  laws  declaring 
how  citizt'nship  shall  lie  lost. 

Prussia. — The  quality  of  a  Prussian  subject  is  lo»t :  (1)  By  discharge  upon  subject's 
request;  (2)  By  sentence  of  the  competent  authority  ;  (3)  By  living  ten  yean*  in  a  for- 
eign country;  (4;  By  the  marriage  of  a  female  subject  with  a  foreigner ;  (5)  Subjects 
liTing  in  a  foreign  country  may  lose  their  quality  as  Prussians  by  a  declaration  of  the 
police  authority  of  Prussia  if  they  do  not  obey,  withiu  the  time  tixed,  the  express  sum- 
mons for  returning  to  Prussia.'  (For.  Rfl.,  part  2d,  1873,  p.  1434.) 

The  first,  second,  and  third  modes  are  specially  regulated  by  Prussian  laws,  and 
therefore  theproof  of  conformity  to  these  laws  must  be  shown  by  the  records  of  those 
tribuoals  appointed  by  the  laws  for  the  decision  of  such  cases.  But  jiow  can  the 
third  mode,  **  living  ten  years  in  a  foreign  country,^'  be  shown  by  the  record  of  a 
Prassian  court  T  The  emigrant  gives  no  notice  of  his  leaving  Prussia.  The  fact  is 
Dot  known  to  the  Prussian  Government.  The  fact  of  ten  yesirs'  residence  abroad  is  ex- 
pienly  made  to  necessarily  entail  the  loss  of  Prussian  citizenship.  It  is  immaterial 
whether  he  left  Prussia  with  or  without  permission,  or  whether  he  has  been  sum- 
noned  to  return,  he  loses  his  citizenship  by  ten  years'  residence  abroad.  Ten  years' 
nsidence  abroad  is  conclusive  proof  that  he  lives  abroad,  bom  esprit  de  reiour, 

8othe  fourth  mode — marriage  with  a  foreigner — cannot  be  shown  by  the  record  of  a 
wort,  but  must  be  shown  by  such  proof  as  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the  marriage 
took  place  makes  the  legal  and  proper  proof.  This  legislation  of  Prussia  shows  what 
ifaoold  be  the  true  rule  as  to  the  proof  to  show  loss  of  nationality. 

Where  the  express  law  of  the  country  enacts  what  acts  involve  the  loss  of  citizen- 
*<hip,  and  provides  a  court  of  legal  proceeding  by  which  such  nets  may  be  ascertained 
(■IS  the  Ist,  2df  and  3d  modes  otlosing  and  of  proving  the  loss  of  citizenship  in  Prns- 
■la),  there  the  loss  of  cttizenshij)  is  not  complete  till  it  is  ascertained  and  declared 
tliroQgh  such  tribunal,  and  then  the  record  is  proof. 

fiat  where  the  act  which  forfeits  citizenship  happens  in  a  foreign  country,  and 
'^onld  rarely  bo  known  to  the  authorities  of  the  native  country,  and  no  tribunal  or 
>&ode  of  legally  ascertaining  and  establishing  it  is  created  by  law,  there  the  act  is  to 
^  proved  before  any  court  of  general  jurisdiction  in  which  the  question  arises  by 
«Ji J  proof  admissible  nnder  the  rules  of  evidence  which  such  courts  recognize,  and 
^Utt  is  by  any  evidence  which  tends  to  establish  the  fact  to  l>e  proved. 

This  Commission  is  a  conrt  having  jurisdiction  of  certain  classes  of.  claims.  In  its 
proceedings  as  to  the  admissibility  of  evidence — when  not  restricted  by  the  conven- 
^on— it  shonld  be  governed  by  those  settled  rules  of  evidence  which  the  courts  of  the 
"^vo  conn  tries,  parties  to  the  convention,  recognize  as  just  and  valid.  Those  rules 
viesalistantially  the  same  in  both  countries  as  to  what  evidence  tends  to  prove  ques- 
tions at  issue. 

lu  France  loss  of  citizenship  results — 

(For.  Eel.,  Ti,  part  *i,  p.  l*^77.)    Civil  Code,  chap.  7,  art.  17  to  21— 
Art.  17.  1.  From  naturalization  abroad. 

Art.  17.  2.  By  accepting  public  office  abroad  without  consent  of  the  king. 
Art.  17.  3.  By  establishment  in  a  foreign  country  without  intent  to  return. 
Art,  19.  4.  By  marriage  of  a  French  woman  to  a  foreigner. 

Art.  21.  5.  By  entering  foreign  military  service  or  affiliating  with  a  foreign  military 
cwporation  without  consent  of  the  king. 
.6.  By  buying  or  holding  slaves  (with  certain  exceptions).     (See  laws  of  1848  and 

Now,  1.  Naturalization  is  proved  acconling  to  the  laws  of  the  country  where  the 
Pwty  is  naturalized,  usually  by  record.  But  not  always,  for  if  a  French  woman  mar- 
ries an.  American  citizen  she  becomes  an  American *^vithout  applying  for  letters  of  nat- 
^lization.  The  n.arriage  naturalizes  her,  and  proof  of  the  marriage  is  enough. 
Jittriage  may  be  proved  without  a  record.  Sometimes  there  can  bo  no  record,  as 
vhere  it  takes  place  by  rfr&a  de  j)rwatnii  accompanied  with  living  together  as  man 
*nd  wife.    We  have  not  required  record  proof. 

2.  Accepting  public  office  under  a  foreign  governuieut  cannot  be  proved  by  any 
'seord  of  the  court.  Proof  of  actually  holding  and  exercising  the  office  by  consent  of 
the  foreign  government  would  be  sufficient,  and  is  usually  all  that  can  bo  got. 

3.  An  establishment  in  a  foreign  country  cannot  be  shown  by  any  record*,  ItiaOi 
'«ct  not  of  record,  and  to  be  proved  by  witnesses.    The  aana  esprit  de  retour,  \?fta 


1^'  * 


2IG  KRE^X'H   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS    COMMISSION. 

iutcution  not  to  rotarn,  is,  I  respectfully  uiaintalD,  a  fact  to  be  proved  by  witueMes. 
Such  18  the  well-settled  law  botii  of  France  and  tlie  United  States,  ajs  shown  by  re* 
peated  decisions  in  both  countries. 

See  *'Le8  Codes  Annot^s  de  Sirey,"  p.  68.  liv.  1,  tit.  1. 

Art.  17  and  18,  note  23  :  ''  La  questien  de  savoir  si  un  Frangais  a  quitt^  la  France 
avec  on  sans  esprit  de  retonr,  est  nne  question  de  fait,  qui  doit  6tre  d^cid^e  d'apr^ 
les  circonstances."  DeJaporto,  Pond  Fr.j  p.  81 ;  Duranton,  torn.  1,  No.  185  ;  Guichard, 
No.  512 ;  Coin-Delisle,  p.  63,  No.  17. 

I  see  no  reason  why  this  Commission,  in  dealing  with  this  question  arising  under 
the  same  law,  should  require  record  proof,  when  the  courts  of  France  and  the  United 
States  admit  any  proof  of  facts  and  circumstances  tending  to  show  that  the  intention 
to  return  does  or  does  not  exist. 

(H. )  Let  me  suggest  another  consideration. 

When  the  claimant  states  in  his  memorial  that  he  has  been  naturalized  In  the  United 
States  (as  in  the  case  of  Archbishop  Perch^)  we  hold  that  the  objection  may  betaken 
upon  demurrer,  and  is  fatal  to  the  claimant. 

Let  us  suppose  that  Nougu^  had  stated  in  his  memorial  that  be  voluntarily  bought 
and  owned  a  slave  in  1859,  and  against  the  law  of  France,  would  not  that  fact,  80  ap- 
pearing in  his  memorial,  be  fatal  to  his  claim  upon  demurrer?  May  the  United  States 
not  prove  the  fact  when  not  stated  in  the  memorial?  Certainly.  But  then  comes  in 
this  novel  suggestion.  He  may  prove  it,  but  not  by  the  proper  and  legal  proof  of  a 
notarial  act  required  by  the  laws  of  the  place  of  purchase,  but  by  the  record  of  a 
French  court,  which  does  not  and  cannot  exist. 

The  whole  argument  of  counsel  to  sustain  this  novel  doctrine  rests  not  on  any 
French  law,  or  tne  decision  of  any  French  court,  or  the  decision  or  practice  of  any 
international  commission,  or  the  writings  of  any  jurist,  but  on  the  sole  ground  of  ar- 
gument from  the  dogma  that  forfeitnres  must  be  proved  strictly.  It  is  true  they 
must  bo  proved  by  full  and  positive  proof— because  being  somewhat  of  the  nature  of 
a  criminal  proceeding,  nothing  is  to  be  presumed,  and  all  the  necessary  facts  to  estab- 
lish the  forfeiture  mustibe  strictly  proved.^  But  this  rule  does  not  require  that  anj^ 
different  kind  of  proof  is  reouired  to  prove  a  forfeiture  from  what  is  required  to  provd^ 
otner  necessary  facts  in  ordinary  suits.  It  is  the  amount  of  proof  that  is  affected  b^ 
the  maxim,  not  the  kind. 

In  the  numerous  cases  of  trials  for  forfeiture  which  abound  in  the  reports,  not  oni 
has  been  found  or  cited,  or  can  be  found  and  cited,  which  shows  that  the  pnrohi 
or  sale,  or  nse,  of  personal  property  which  works  a  forfeiture  must  be  proved  by  th 
record  of  a  court,  or  by  any  other  proof  than  the  usual  and  ordinary  proof  by  wrii 
ings  (as  in  this  case)  or  b}'  witnesses  to  the  facts. 

I  see  no  reason  why  we 'should  establish  a  new  and  ditferent  rule. 

Although  we  have  the  jurisdiction  of  the  question  expressly  conferred  npon  us 
the  Convention,  and  our  right  to  receive  evidence  upon  it  is  wholly  nnreatricted,  y 
by  this  decision  we  relinquish  and  abdicate  our  jurisdiction,  and  turn  it  over  to 
French  court  and  make  its  decision  the  necessary  and  exclusive  proof  of  thea« 
And  this,  too,  when  no  French  tribunal  exists  with  the  special  jurisdiction  of  st 

cases,  and  with  authority,  by  its  decision,  to  establish  in  all  cases  the  right  to  orl»>     

of  citizenship,  and  when  the  judgments  of  the  courtsof  general  jurisdiction  onlybS^  ^j 
the  parties  and  privies  in  the  matters  before  them,  and  when  they  have  no  autho^^^^ 
to  pronounce  a  general  decree,  as  to  citizenship,  w^hich  settles  the  status  everywterr^t 
of  the  party. 

It  is  idle  to  say — and  the  idea  is  not  suggested  in  the  brief  of  counsel — that  we 
not  jurisdiction  of  the  question.     The  Convention  by  its  very  terms  in  Art.  I  coi 
it  upon  ns.    We  have  as  much  jurisdiction  of  the  question  as  any  court  in  France 
have.     We  have  absolute,  unlimited  jurisdiction,  and  exercise  it  io  every  case, 
fact  that  the  forfeiture  or  loss  of  citizenship  is  created  by  French  law  does  not  ii 
least  impair  our  jurisdiction.    That  is  so  in  naturalization  and  all  other  cases  vf —  Jiere 
French  citizenship  has  been  lost. 
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Henry  Dubos 
r. 
The  Unitbd 

Opinion  of  Mr,  CommisHoner  Aldis, 


ENKY  Dubos        ) 

V,  V  No.  26. 

[Jnitbd  States.  ) 


The  facts  in  thiB  case  are  not  in  dispnte. 

It  is  admitted  on  the  part  of  the  United  'States  that  the  claimant  is  a  French  citi- 
len;  that  he  was  arrested  by  the  order  of  General  Butler,  the  commanding  officer  of 
the  United  States  forces  at  New  Orleans,  on  the  6th  of  September,  1862,  for  publishing 
certain  articles  in  a  newspaper  at  New  Orleans  which  wore  claimed  to  be  seditious, 
and  caicalated  to  incite  to  civil  and  servile  war,  was  imprisoned  about  23  or  24  days 
in  the  cniictom-house  at  New  Orleans,  and  then  sent  to  Ship  Island,  where  he  was  kept 
till  the  6th  of  December  and  then  released ;  that  he  was  arrested  and  im'prisoned  un- 
der martial  law,  a9  proclaimed  by  General  Butler  on  the  1st  May,  1%2 ;  that  his  case 
▼as  examined  by  General  Butler  or  by  his  orders,  bnt  he  was  not  tried  by  any  tribu- 
Dal. 

It  is  admitted  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  that  he  wrote,  signed,  and  published  the 
articles  contplaiued  of. 

Itfnlly  appears  that  General  Bntler  commnnicated  to  the  United  States  State  De- 
partmcDt,  on  the  14th  Septembei;,  the  fact  of  the  arrest  of  Dubos  and  copies  of  the 
articles  written  by  him.    (P.  33.) 

On  the  10th  October  the  first  secretary  of  the  French  legation,  Ytscoant  Treilhard, 

applied  to  the  State  Department  on  behalf  of  Dnbos.    The  Secretary  of  State,  Mr. 

wward,  replied  (p.  33)  that  'Hhe  journal  in  which  Dubos  published  his  articles  was 

devoted  in  nearly  all  its  columns  to  the  instigation  of  treason  and  civil  war  against 

the  United  States,  and  that  the  articles  therein  which  are  signed  by  Mr.  Dubos(  if 

they  were  as  innocent  in  purpose  as  he  is  now  understood  to  allege,  are,  from  their 

natore  and  from  the  character  of  the  organ  which  has  published  them,  calculated  to 

*d(I  to  the  civil  war  already  prevailing  in  New  Orleans  the  aggravation  of  even  a 

'^'▼ile  war,  or  war  of  races.    Maior-General  Butler  has  informed  this  Department 

^at,  with  a  view  to  preserve  public  peace,  he  has  found  it  necessary  to  suppress  the 

publication  and  to  cause  Mr.  Dubos  to  be  taken  into  military  custody.    These  pro- 

c^eedinga  have  been  approved  by  the  Government,  and  under  these  circumstances  the 

I^ident,  although  ^eatly  desirous  of  conceding  every  request  or  courtesy  that  can 

^solicited  by  the  Viscount  Treilhard,  does  not  deem  it  consistent  with  the  public 

Welfare  to  direct  the  release  of  Mr.  Dubos.'' 

^  The  President  referred  the  matter  to  General  Bntler,  with  the  suggestion  that  he 
Jwonld  be  gratified  with  any  solution  of  it  which  will  be  agreeable  to  Viscount 
^iihard  and  Mr.  Fanconnet,  and  at  the  same  time  will  nqt  endanger  the  public 
P^soe  and  safety  and  that  public  respect  for  the  authority  of  the  United  States  which 
*«»not  be  allowed  to  be  impaired."  This  was  on  th6  llth  October,  1862.  On  the 
^h  December,  1862,  Dubos  was  released  by  order  of  General  Butler.     (P.  26.) 

We  are  now  asked  to'decide  that  the  act  of  General  Bntler  in  arresting  Dubos,  and 
^»^  decision  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  in  approving  of  the  arrest  and  in 
*8fti«ing  to  release  Dubos,  were  without  authority,  erroneous,  and  contrary  to  inter- 
**tioDjil  law. 

^be  claimant  claims  that  the  arrest  and  imprisonment  of  Dubos  were  wholly  wrong 
«»i^  illegal. 

,  I.  Because  General  Butler  had  no  authority,  either  by  United  States  law  or  by  the 
**W8  and  usages  of  war,  to  declare  martial  law  at  New  Orleans,  either  by  himself  or 
^Uh  the  approval  of  President  Lincoln,  and  that  "his  pretended  law-martial  was 
^^gal  and  unconstitutional  bluster." 

^.  Because,  although  General  Butler  established  "a  provost  court  for  the  trial  of 
•U  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors."  yet  "no  charges  were  made  against  Dubos  and  no 
*^ring  or  trial  granted  him,"  and  his  arrest  "  was  arbitrary,  without  charges  or  trial, 
*^d  without  justification  or  excuse." 

^>  Because  General  Butler's  proclamation  exempted  foreigners  from  the  operation 
^f  martial  law. 

^  4.  The  articles  published  by  Dubos  were  innocent — did  not  reflect  upon  the  United 
«»tat€8. 

5.  That  the  treatment  of  Dnbos  was  inhuman,  and  that  this  Commission  may  judge 
J*  to  that  and  allow  compensation,  althou>;h  he  was  lawfully  arrested  and  imprisoned. 
T ^*t  if  a  convict  who  is  a  foreigner  is,  after  conviction  and  imprisonment,  treated 
Jphumanly,  the  country  of  which  he  is  a  citizen  has  a  right  to  demand  compensation 
^<^BQch  alleged  inhuman  treatment  of  the  United  States. 
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The  couDsel  for  tbe  United  States  deny  the  legal  validity  of  all  these  positions 
samed  by  the  claimant. 

It  will  be  perceived  that  the  qnestionsof  the  authority  to  establish  martial  law,  of 
the  extent  and  manner  in  which  it  may  be  exercised,  and  of  the  ri^ht  of  the  foreign 
country  to  intervene  on  behalf  of  its  citizens  punished  under  martial  law  for  alleged 
offenses,  and  upou  what  grounds  it  may  either  intervene  or  ask  for  damages — that  all 
these  important  questions  arise  in  this  case.  They  are  very  important  questions  as 
affected  by  the  law  of  nations  and  the  laws  and  usages  of  war  as  recognized  by  eivil> 
ized  States.  They  are  important,  as  they  touch  every  case  of  a  foreigner  arrested  or 
punished  at  New  Orleans  bv  General  Butler  during  his  administration  of  martial  law 
between  May  1,  1862,  and  the  time  when  he  was  superseded  by  General  Banks,  about 
December  15, 1862. 

The  importance  of  the  question  is,  I  trust,  a  sufficient  excuse  for  the  length  to 
which  this  investigation  has  extended. 

I  shall,  in  this  examination,  refer  to  those  public  documents  and  historical  facts  of 
which  courts  tajie  judicial  notice  without  proof,  and  which  are  regarded  as  true  and 
unquestionable. 

I. 

Every  foreigner  owes  obedience  to  the  laws  of  the  country  in  which  he  resides; 
and  every  government  has  the  sovereign  right  to  punish  violations  of  the  law  on  its 
own  soil,  according  to  its  own  laws  and  the  judgment  of  its  own  tribunals,  and  with- 
out interference  from  other  nations,  so  long  as  the  law  and  the  punishment  do  not 
conflict  wnth  international  law.  If  the  law  is  in  conflict  with  international  law,  is 
opposed  to  the  public  law  of  civilized  States,  then  the  foreigner  who  is  pnuisbed  for 
tlie  violation  of  such  laws  may  be  entitled  to  redress;  otherwis  he  is  not. 

I  need  not  refer  to  auy  authorities  for  this  well-settled  doctrine  of  the  laws  of  na- 
tions. It  is  universally  recognized.  It  is  essential  to  the  independence  of  every  sov- 
ereign State. 

Dubos,  if  legally  arrested  and  imprisoned  according  to  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  has  no  right  to  compensation  for  such  arrest  and  imprisonment,  nuleas  the 
law  under  which  he  was  arrested  is  in  conflict  with  international  law,  or  the  pun- 
ishment «o  inhuman  as  to  Justify  his  Government  in  interfering  and  demanding  com- 
pensation and  redress. 

n. 

1 

OF  MARTIAL  LAW. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  like  the  supreme  law  of  all  other  govern* 
ments,  authorizes  it  to  make  war  and  to  snjtpress  iwturrection.    (Art.  1,  sec.  8.) 

It  has  the  right  to  raise  armies,  to  carry  on  military  operations  in  the  usual  mode 
and  according  to  the  laws  and  usages  of  war,  and  to  do  all  that  may  be  necessary  to 
defeat  the  operations  and  machinations  of  the  enemy ;  and  when  necessary  within 
the  theater  of  military  operations  and  of  the  occupancy  and  movements  of  its  armies, 
to  govern  by  martial  law,  and  within  such  sphere  to  supersede  by  martial  law  the 
civil  or  municipal  law. 

.  And  this  martial  law  exists,  not  by  any  authority  derived  from  the  Constitution, 
but  by  the  laws  of  war  as  recognized,  by  the  laws  of  nations,  and  grows  out  of  war  and 
its  necessities ;  and  where  it  lawfully  and  necessarily  exists  **  sweeps  civil  law  by  the 
board' and  takes  the  place  of  it."    (See  J.  Q.  Adams'  speech  in  Congress,  April,  1842.) 

The  provisions  of  the  Constitution  citetl  by  claimant's  counsel,  that  the  President 
cannot  suspend  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  &.c.,^apply  to  times  of  peace  and  to  terri- 
tory where  courts  are  open  and  civil  process  goes  on ;  not  to  the  time  of  war  and  the 
theater  of  military  operatious.  In  these  last  the  laws  and  usages  of  war  exist  from 
necessity,  and  supersede  civil  law. 

Where  martial  law  exists  searches  and  seizures  may  be  made  without  warrant,  and 
persons  may  be  arrested  and  imprisoned  without  process. 

Martial  law  is  Haw.  It  is  the  will  of  the  commander  of  the  army.  Not  an  arbitrary 
and  lawless  will,  but  a  will  governed  by  the  laws  and  ussiges  of  war,  and  which  by 
necessity  becomes  the  supreme  legal  authority,  and  for  the  time  ti^kesthe  place  of  all 
other  law  to  a  greater  or  less  extent,  as  necessity  may  require.  It  is  eqnally  binding 
as  the  civil  law  upon  all  who  are  within  its  juris<liction.  Within  the  United  States 
t/Crritory  in  which  it  exists  it  is  the  law  of  the  United  States.  It  supersedes  all  other 
laws,  except  such  as  may  be  allowed  to  remain  in  force  by  the  permission  of  the  mili- 
tary commander. 

So  dangerous  and  despotic  a  law  arises  and  exists  from  necessity  and  during  war,  irt^A{ii  ik€ 
territory  in  which  it  is  necessary ^  avd  where  the  danger  eocists  which  makes  it  necessary. 

The  cotumauding  officer  muflt  of  necessity  determine  in  the  first  instance  as  to  its 
necessity,  extent,  and  continuance,  but  he  is  subject  to  the  control  of  the  Executive, 
ADd  wuHt  receivii  the  express  or  implied  suuction  of  Congress  afterwards. 
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HI. 

MARTIAL  LAW  AS  UKCOQNIZRD  IN  THE   UNITED  STATB8. 

Martial  law,  arisiog  from  necessity  and  during  war,  in  camps,  garrisons,  and  the 

ficinity  of  military  occupancy  and  operations,  is  and  always  bais  been  held  as  valid 

law,  existing  by  authority  in  the  United  States  whenever  the  ot^easiou  fur  it  arises. 

Geseral  Washington,  as  commander-in-chief,  acted  under  it  according  to  the  laws 

iod  usages  of  war  in  the  case  of  Major  Audr^. 

General  Jackson,  commander  of  the  United  States  forces  at  New  Orleans,  on  the 

15th  Decern  l>er,  1814,  proclaimed  martial  law.    He  deemed  it  necessary  for  the  defense  of 

the  city.    On  the  8th  Jannary,  1815,  the  battle  of  New  Orleans  was  fought,  and  the 

American  victory  secured  the  cit^.     On  the  15th  March,  1815,  Judge  Hsll  granted  a 

writ  of  habeas  corpus  for  the  relief  of  out)  Louallier,  who  had  been  arrested  by  the 

military.    General  Jackson,  under  martial  law,  thereupon  arrested  Judge  Hall.    Four 

or  five  months  after,  wben  peace  came  aud  martial  law  hail  ceased  to  exist.  Judge 

Hall  arrested  General  Jackson  for  contempt  of  court  in  disregarding  the  habeas 

oorpns.    General  Jackson  appeared  and  sought  to  justify  his  net,  but  Judge  Hall 

woold  not  listen  to  the  defense,  aud  liueil  General  Jackson  $1,000,  which  he  paid. 

Is  I84'i  a  bill  was  introduced  to  Congrens  to  reimburse  General  Jackson  for  the  $1,000 

so  paid  and  interest.     The  title  of  the  bill  was  '*  to  indemnify  General  Jackson  for 

damage  sustained  in  the  discharged  of  his  oj^Hcial  duty.^*    It  w>is  proposed  to  change 

the  title  of  the  bill,  aud  call  it  a  bill  <*  for  the  relief  of  General  Jackson,''  so  that,  m 

the  language  of  the  committee,  *^no  inference  should  be  drawn  from  the  passing  of 

it,  that  a  military  officer  had  legal  authority  to  establish  martial  law.''    The  miuority 

report  opposed  the  ameuduicnt  because  **  in  time  of  war  and  imminent  public  danger 

it  may  he  the  duty  of  the  military  commander  to  arrest  those  regarded  as  traitors, 

spies,  or  mutineers  within  his  camp.    The  act  was  jwtifiahUt  not  merely  eJioiuable;  it 

was  demand^  by  a  great  and  overruling  ueccssity." 

Thus  this  precise  issue  came  before  Congress. 

Mr.  Buchanan,  then  in  the  Senate,  afterwards  President,  sustained  the  bill  as  it 
stood,  and  upon  the  ground  that  martial  law  was  jiistitied  by  necessity.  The  Senate 
rejected  the  amendment  and  passed  the  bill  as  it  stood ;  Congress  thus  recognizing 
tluat  the  act  of  General  Jackson  was  done  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duty. 

Mr.  John  Quincy  Adams^  who  was  President  of  the  United  States,  and  is  justly  re- 
garded as  high  anthority  on  all  questions  of  international  law,  in  a  speech  before 
Congress  in  April,  1842,  said : 

''When  your  conntry  is  actually  in  war,  whether  it  be  a  war  of  invasiou  or  war  of 

insurrection,  Congress  has  power  to  carry  on  the  war  and  must  carry  it  on  accordiue 

to  the  laws  of  war,  and  by  the  laws  of  war  an  invaded  country  has  all  its  laws  and 

municipal  institutions  swept  by  the  board,  and  martial  law  takes  the  place  of  them.'' 

He  then  alluded  to  General  Jackson,  and  said : 

"Too  are  about  to  refund  him  his  fiue.  Why  f  Because  it  was  unjust;  because 
General  Jackson  was  acting  under  the  laws  of  war,  aud  because  the  moment  you 
place  a  military  commander  in  a  district  which  is  the  theater  of  war,  the  laws  of  war 
apply  to  that  district.  In  actual  war,  whether  servile,  civil,  or  foreign,  the  laws  of 
war  take  precedence.  I  lay  this  dowu  as  the  law  of  nations :  I  say  that  the  military 
authority  takes  for  the  time  the  place  of  all  municipal  institutions." 

"The  powers  incidental  to  war  are  derived^  not  from  any  internal  municipal  soureef  hut 
from  ike  lawn  and  usaqes  of  nations.  There  are,  then,  two  classes  of  powers,  different 
and  often  incompatible  with  each  other.  The  peace  power  limited  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. The  war  power  limited  only  by  the  laws  and  usages  of  nations.  The  power  is 
tfemendous.  It  is  strictly  constrtutional,  but  it  breaks  down  every  barrier  so  anx- 
iously erected  for  the  protection  of  liberty,  property,  aud  life." 

President  Lincoln  recognized  the  same  principle,  and  acted  upon  it  in  numberless 
cases  throughout  the  war.  The  tirst  notable  act  was  in  the  case  of  Merryman,  arrested 
by  General  Cad wallader  in  May,  1861,  at  the  very  beginning  of  the  war  ;  and  in  his 
OMe  the  opinion  of  Chief- Justice  Taney  was  not  sustained.  It  was  disregarded  by  the 
Qoreroment,  by  the  couits,  and  held  unsound  by  the  great  jurists.  President  Lin- 
coln's idea  of  tne  right  to  establish  martial  law  is  best  shown  in  the  ''Instructions for 
th«  Qovernment  of  Armies  of  the  United  States  in  the  Field,"  prepared  by  Dr.  Lieber, 
and  approved  by  the  President. 
We  quote  the  first  four  instructions  from  General  Orders  No.  100  : 
"1.  A  place,  district,  or  country  occupied  by  an  enemy  stands,  in  consequence  of 
the  occupation,  under  the  martial  law  of  the  invading  or  occupying  army,  whether 
uiy  proclamation  declaring  martial  law,  or  any  public  warning  to  the  inhabitants, 
hie  been  issued  or  not.  Martial  law  is  the  inimediato  and  direct  effect  aud  conse- 
<lQ6oce  of  occupation  or  conquest.  The  presence  of  a  hostile  army  proclaims  its  mar- 
tial law. 
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''2.  Martial  law  does  not  cease  during  the  hostile  oocnpation,  except  by  special 
proclamatiouy  ordered  by  the  commander-in-chief;  or,  by  special  mention  in  the 
treaty  of  peace  concluding  the  war,  when  the  occupation  of  a  place  or  territory  con- 
tinues beyond  the  conclusion  of  peace  as  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  same. 

**'A.  Martial  law  in  a  hostile  country  consists  in  the  suspension,  by  the  occupying 
military  authority,  of  the  criminal  and  civil  laws,  and  of  the  domestic  adminlstra- 
tion  and  government  in  the  occupied  place  or  territory,  and  in  the  sub6titation  of 
military  rule  and  force  for  the  same,  as  well  as  iu  the  dictation  of  general  laws,  as  far 
as  military  necessity  requires  this  suspension,  substitution,  or  dictation. 

**  The  commander  of  the  forces  may  proclaim  the  administration  of  all  civil  and 
penal  law  shall  continue,  either  wholly  or  in  part,  as  in  time  of  peace,  unless  other- 
wise ordered  by  the  military  authority. 

''4.  Martial  law  is  simply  military  authority  exercised  iu  accordance  with  the  laws 
and  usages  of  war.  Military  oppression  is  not  martial  law:  it  is  the  abuse  of  the 
power  vmich  that  law  confers.  As  matial  law  is  executed  by  military  force,  it  is  in- 
cumbent upon  those  who  administer  it  to  be  strictly  guided  by  the  principles  of  jus- 
tice, honor,  and  humanity — virtues  adorning  a  soldier  even  more  than  other  men,  for 
the  very  reason  that  he  possesses  the  power  of  his  arms  against  the  unarmed." 

So  in  his  proclamation  of  September  24, 1862,  it  is  ordered — 

*'  That  during  the  existing  insurrection  and  as  a  means  for  suppressing  the  same, 
all  rebels  ^  *  *  and  all  persons  gnilty  of  any  disloyal  practice,  affording  aid  ana 
comfort  to  rebels  against  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  subject  to  mar- 
tial law.^' 

''And  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  is  suspended  in  respect  to  all  persons  arrested,  or 
now  or  hereafter  imprisoned  in  any  place  of  confinement  by  any  military  authority/' 

This  proclamation  applied  to  Dubos,  who  was  then  (September  24, 1862)  arrested 
and  about  to  be  sent  to  Ship  Island. 

On  the  3d  of  March,  1863,  Congress  by  its  act  of  that  day  ratified  the  action  of  the 
President. 

It  thus  appears  that  five  Presidents  of  the  United  States,  upon  whom,  as  the  Ex- 
ecutive, the  duty  of  asserting  and  applying  the  principle  has  rested,  have  asserted 
and  acted  upon  the  doctrine  that  the  commanding  officer  of  the  United  States  forces 
in  time  of  war,  when  necessity  requires  it,  and  in  the  theater  of  military  operations, 
has  a  right  to  establish  martial  law. 

Let  us  now  consider  what  the  United  States  courts  have  decided  in  the  matter. 

In  the  celebrated  case  of  Luther  v.  Borden  (7  How.,  1),  where  the  question  arose  as 
to  the  legality  of  martial  law,  declared  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  in  the  ease  of 
threatening  insurrection,  Chief-Justice  Taney  says : 

*'  Unquestionably  a  State  may  use  its  military  power  to  put  down  an  armed  insur- 
rection too  strong  to  be  controlled  by  the  civil  authority.  The  power  is  essentiiU  to 
the  existence  of  every  government.  If  the  government  of  Rhode  Island  deemed  the 
armed  opposition  so  K>rmidable  and  so  ramified  throughout  the  State  as  to  require  the 
use  of  its  military  force  and  the  declaration  of  martial  law,  we  see  no  ground  upon 
which  this  court  can  question  its  authority.  It  w€u  a  state  of  tsarf  and  ike  eaUi^Uhed 
government  resorted  to  the  rights  and  usages  of  war.  In  that  sCate  of  things  the  miliiarfi 
officers  might  lawfully  arrest  any  one  tvho  they  had  reasonable  grounds  to  oelieve  teas  mi- 
gaged  in  the  insurrectian.  Without  the  power  to  do  this,  martial  law  and  the  militflury 
array  of  the  Government  would  be  mere  parade,  and  rather  encourage  attack  than 
repel  it." 

Judge  Woodbury,  though  dissenting  from  the  decision  of  the  court,  sa>s :  *'  My  im- 
pression is  that  a  state  of  war,  whether  foreign  or  domestio,  may  exist  in  the  great 
perils  of  which  it  is  competent,  under  its  rights  and  on  principles  of  national  law,  for 
a  commanding  officer  of  troops  under  the  controlling  government  to  extend  certain 
rights  of  war,  not  only  over  his  camp,  but  its  environs  and  the  near  field  of  his  milio 
tary  operations.  But  no  further  or  wider.  On  this  rested  the  justification  of  one  of 
the  great  commanders  of  this  country  and  of  the  age  in  a  transaction  so  well  known 
at  New  Orleans"  (General  Jackson). 

In  Milligan's  case  (4  Wall.,  2)  the  subject  of  martial  law  declared  in  States  not  in 
insurrection  and  where  the  courts  were  open  was  fnlly  considered.  The  counsel  for 
the  Government  attempted  to  justify,  by  the  law  and  usages  of  war,  acts  under  mar- 
tial law  committed  in  Indiana,  a  State  never  in  insurrection,  and  where  the  courts 
were  open  and  Milligan  might  have  been  tried  in  the  ordinary  and  peaceful  course  of 
law. 

Judge  Davis  (p.  121),  in  delivering  the  0])inion  of  the  court,  said: 

"  It  is  idle  to  inquire  what  the  laws  and  usages  of  war  are.  They  can  never  be  ap- 
plied to  citizens  in  States  which  have  upheld  the  authority  of  Government,  and  where 
the  courts  are  open  and  process  anobstructed." 

But  (on  p.  127)  he  recognizes  the  very  right  the  Government  counsel  here  contends 
for.     He  says: 

"  There  are  occasions  where  martial  law  can  be  properly  applied.     If  in  foreign  in- 
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vaaion  or  dvil  %oar  the  courts  are  actually  closed,  and  it  is  impossible  to  admin'ister 
erioiinal  justice  according  to  law,  then  on  the  theater  of  active  military  operations 
where  war  prevails,  there  is  a  necessity  to  furnish  a  substitute  for  the  civil  authority; 
ud  as  DO  power  is  left  but  the  military,  it  is  allowed  to  govern  by  martial  rule  until 
the  laws  can  have  their  full  course.  As  necessity  creates  the  rule,  so  it  limits  its  du« 
ntioQ.  •  *  *•  Martial  rule  is  confined  to  the  locality  of  actual  war.  Because 
ifinti^  the  late  rebellion  it  could  have  heen  enforced  in  Virgima^  when  the  national  authoritjf 
wot  werlurned  and  the  courts  driven  outj  it  does  not  follow  that  it  should  obtain  in  In> 
diana,  where  that  authority  was  never  disputed.'' 

This  case  was  decided  by  five  judges  to  four.  And  the  four  (Chief- Justice  Chase, 
and  Jastices  Wayne,  Swayne,  and  Miller),  through  Chief-Justice  Chase,  said: 

''We  are  unwilling  to  give  our  assent  by  silence  to  expressions  of  opinion  which 
seem  to  us  calculated,  though  not  Intended,  to  cripple  the  constitutional  powers  of 
the  Government  and  to  augment  the  public  dangers  in  times  of  invasion  and  rebellion." 
He  therefore  expressly  stated — 

"That  military  jurisdiction  may  be  exercised,  in  time  of  rebellion  and  civil  war^ 
within  States  or  districts  occupied  by  rebels  treated  as  belligerents,  by  the  military 
commander  under  the  direction  of  the  President,  with  the  express  or  implied  sanction 
of  CoDgress,  and  it  supersedes  the  local  law." 

If,  as  Judge  Davis  says,  martial  law  might  have  been  enforced  in  Virginia,  *' where 
the  national  authority  was  overturned  and  the  oonrts  driven  out,''  how  much  more 
in  New  Orleans,  where,  in  addition  to  those  great  evils,  the  terrors  of  lawless  mob 
rale  and  riot  hung  like  a  black  cloud  over  the  city  f 

Bat,  if  any  uncertainty  has  ever  existed  upon  the  question,  the  recent  decision  of 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v,  Diekelman  (92  U. 
8. 8.C.  Rep.,  520  ;  2  Otto,  520)  completely  settles  the  right  of  the  United  States  to 
establieh  martial  law,  and  settles  it  as  to  New  Orleans  under  General  Butler  in  1862  and 
« to  foreigners  in  New  Orleans  as  well  as  to  Araericau  citizens. 
Chief-Justice  Waite,  in  delivering  the  opinion,  says : 
''I.  As  to  the  general  law  of  nations. 

^'  The  merchant  vessels  of  one  country  visiting  the  ports  of  another  for  the  purposes 
of  trade  subject  themselves  to  the  laws  which  govern  the  port  they  visit  so  long  as 
they  remain,  and  this  as  well  in  war  as  in  peace,  unless  it  is  otherwise  provided  by 
treaty. 

"The  law  by  which  the  city  (New  Orleans)  and  port  were  governed  was  martial 
Uw.  This  ought  to  have  been  expected  by  Diekelman  when  he  dispatched  his  vessel 
from  Liverpool.  The  place  had  been  wrested  from  the  possession  of  the  enemy  only  a 
few  days  before  the  issue  of  the  proclamation,  after  a  long  and  desperate  struggle. 
It  was,  in  fact,  a  garrisoned  city,  held  as  an  outpost  of  the  Union  Army^  and  closely 
Usieged  by  land.  So  loug  as  it  remained  in  possession  of  the  insnrgeuts  it  was  to 
them  an  important  blockade- running  point,  and  after  its  capture  the  inhabitants  were 
largely  in  sympathy  with  the  rebellion.  The  situation  was,  therefore,  one  requiring 
the  most  active  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  general  in  command.  He  was  especially 
required  to  see  that  the  relaxation  of  the  blockade  was  not  taken  advantage  of  by 
the  hostile  inhabitants  to  promote  the  interests  of  the  enemy.  All  this  was  matter  of 
pablic  notoriety,  and  Diekelman  ought  to  have  known,  if  he  did  not  in  fact  know, 
that  although  the  United  States  had  to  some  extent  opened  the  port  in  the  interests 
of  commerce,  they  kept  it  closed  to  the  extent  that  Was  necessary  for  a  vigorous  pros- 
ecution of  the  war.  When  he  entered  the  port,  therefore,  with  his  vessel,  under  the 
vnecial  license  of  the  proclamation,  he  became  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
uiat  would  have  been  accorded  to  a  loyal  citizen  of  the  United  States  under  the  same 
circamstances,  but  no  more.  Such  restrictions  as  were  placed  upon  citizens  operated 
e<^iially  upon  him.  Citizens  were  governed  by  martial  law.  It  was  his  duty  to  sub- 
mit to  the  same  authority. 

*' Martial  law  is  the  law  of  military  necessity  in  the  actual  presence  of  war.  It  is 
•dministered  by  the  general  of  the  army,  and  is,  in  fact,  his  will.  Of  necessity  it  is 
arbitrary,  but  it  must  be  obeyed.  New  Orleans  was  at  this  time  the  theater  of  the 
mc^  active  and  important  military  operations.  The  civil  authonty  was  overthrown. 
(General  Butler,  in  command,  was  the  military  ruler.  His  will  was  law,  and  nec- 
ewarily  so.  His  first  great  duty  was  to  maintain  on  land  the  blockade  which  had 
heretofore  been  kept  up  by  sea.  The  partial  opening  of  the  port  toward  the  sea  made 
it  all  the  more  important  that  he  should  bind  close  the  military  lines  on  the  shore 
which  he  held. 

.  "To  this  law  and  this  government  the  Easex  subjected  herself  when  she  came 
'oto  port. 

"General  Butler  found  on  board  this  vessel  articles  which  he  had  reasonable  cause 
to  believe,  and,  did  believe,  were  contraband,  because  intended  to  promote  the  rebel- 
lion. It  was  his  duty,  therefore,  under  his  express  iustructions,  to  see  thiit  the  ves- 
wl  wan  not  cleared  with  these  articles  on  board,  and  he  ^ave  orders  accordingly.  It 
nutters  not  now  whether  the  property  suspected  was  in  fact  oontTftbawd  ot  liotv 
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Jt  a  sufficient  for  ««  tiMt  he  h<id  reason  to  believCt  and  in  fact  did  believe  U  t<t  be  contraband, 
^0  attempt  has  been  made  to  show  that  he  was  not  acting  in  good  faith,** 

A  recent  work  on  military  law,  by  LieateLan  t  Ives,  assistant  profeaaor  of  law  at  West 
Point,  1879, 'contains  a  very  satisfaotory  snmruary  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
as  to  martial  law. 

He  says  (p.  10) : 

"  To  understand  martial  law  fnlly  we  ninst  distinguish  between  it  as  a  foreign  or 
international  fact,  and  the  same  thing  as  a  domestic  or  municipal  fact. 

"  1st.  As  a  foreign  fact.  When  a  belligerent  occnpies  the  territory  of  an  enemy  ho 
Las  a  right  by  international  law  to  govern  it.  The  political  law,  so  far  as  the  nature 
of  the  case  demands,  is  suspended,  and  military  an thoritv  supersedes  it.  If  any  Jocal 
conrts  or  authority  continue  to  subsist,  it  is  only  througn  the  permission  of  the  com- 
mander. 

**The  rule  in  this  country  is  that  all  civil  and  penal  law  shall  continue  to  take  its 
usual  course  in  the  enemy's  places  and  territories  so  occupied,  unless  interrupted  or 
stopped  by  order  of  the  occupying  military  power;  but  all  the  functions  of  the  hos- 
tile government,  legislative,  executive,  or  administrative,  whether  of  a  general,  pro- 
vincial, or  local  character,  cease  or  continue  only  with  the  sanction,  or,  if  deemed 
necessary,  the  participation  of  the  occupier  or  invader.'' 

On  p.  11 : 

"  We  have  said,  in  cases  of  this  kind,  tliat  military  authority  is  substituted.  By 
this  is  meant  the  military  authority  of  the  commander,  with  the  sanction  of  his  sov- 
ereign, and,  in  our  armies,  bis  authority  under  the  direction  of  the  President  with 
the  express  or  implied  sanction  of  Congress.  This  authority  must,  however,  be  ex- 
ercised in  accordance  with  the  laws  aud  usages  of  war. 

''  2d.  As  a  domestic  fact.     Under  this  heading  two  cases  preseut  themselves : 

**  (a)  Cases  of  insurrection  or  rebellion  within  States  or  districts  occupied  by  rebels 
treated  as  belligerents. 

'^  In  this  event  such  States  stand,  during  the  war,  almost  exactly  on  the  same  footing 
as  fpreign  States,  and  the  rules  applicable  for  their  government  are  the  same  as  those 
just  given." 

This  applies  directly  to  the  condition  of  Louisiana  during  the  civil  war.. 

He  cites  in  a  note  an  extract  from  the  manuscript  of  Dr.  Liieber  (on  p.  13). 

Dr.  Lieber  was  so  eminent  an  authority  upon  international  law  that  I  venture  to 
quote  a  part  of  the  passage : 

"As  to  martial  law  at  home,  which  may  become  necessary  in  cases  of  foreign  inva- 
sion, as  well  as  in  cases  of  domestic  troubles,  it  has  full  sway  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
borhood of  actual  hostilities.  The  military  power  may  demolish  or  seize  property,  or 
may  arrest  persons  if  indispensable  for  the  support  of  the  army  or  the  attaining  of 
the  military  objects  in  view.  This  arises  out  of  the  immediate  and  direct  physical 
necessitv,  as  much  so  as  tho  law  of  trespass  is  inoperative  against  those  who  forcibly 
enter  a  house  in  a  case  of  conflagration.  This  operation  of  martial  law  is  not  exclu- 
sive or  exceptional.  Any  immediate  physical  di^nger  and  paramount  necessity  aris- 
ing from  it  dispenses  with  the  forms  of  law  most  salutary  in  a  state  of  peace. 

^*It  (martial  law)  cannot  be  dispensed  with  under  all  circumstances;  and  if  there 
were  a  law  prohibiting  it  it  would  break  through  the  law  in  cases  of  direct  and  absolute 
necessity.  The  salvation  of  a  country  is  like  the  saving  of  an  individual  life.  It  is 
paramount  to  all  else." 

I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  refer  to  the  decisions  and  dicta  which  declare  that 
**  martial  law  is  a  monster  that  cannot  exist  in  the  United  States,"  for  they  are  gen- 
erally so  inapplicable  to  a  state  of  war  and  the  theater  of  war,  aud  so  wanting  in  just 
discrimination  in  applying  legal  principles,  that  a  detailed  review  of  them  is  need- 
less. Uttered  in  partisan  times  and  iu  the  heat  and  effervescence  of  mere  feeling,  they 
are  of  little  weight  as  legal  authorities. 

I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  right  to  declare  martial  law,  as  exercised 
by  General  Butler  at  New  Orleans  in  1862,  is  fully  recognized  as  a  legal  right  by  the 
President,  the  Supreme  Court,  and  by  Congress,  and  is  the  law  of  the  United  States. 

When  it  exists  it  supersedes  all  otner  law,  except  as  such  other  law  may  be  per- 
mitted by  the  militarv  commander,  is  the  only  and  rightful  law,  and,  for  the  time  it 
exists,  is  entitled  to  the  same  obedience  as  the  civil  law,  and  its  decisions  to  the  same 
respect  as  the  decisions  of  civil  law  conrts. 

IV. 

IS  THK  LAW  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  IN  CONFLICT  WITH  THE  LAW  OF  NATIONS  f 

Such  being  the  law  of  the  United  States,  can  the  action  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  under  it  and  within  the  territory  of  the  United  Stated,  be  questioned 
or  interfered  with  by  any  foreign  State  f  Clearly  not,  unless  such  law  is  in  cooflict 
with  international  law. 


PRENCfa   AND    AMERICAN   Cf.AIMS    COMMISSION.  223 

I  am  folly  satisfied  it  is  not  in  conflict  with,  but  is  in  harmony  with,  the  law  and 
practice  of  all  civiHzed  States.  It  is  tho  law  of  war  as  recognized  by  the  law  of 
nations. 

ENGLAND. 

NotwithstandinjET  the  confusion  of  martial  with  military  law,  which  has  sometimes 
pT«Tailed  among  English  writers  and  judges,  and  the  erroneous  dicta  which  may  be 
found  npon  the  point,  the  better  opinion  has  been  held  by  their  best  writers  and 
jndges  for  more  than  a  centnry  that  ip  case  of  war  or  insurrection  martial  law  ma^y 
be  established  if  necessity  requires  it,  and  it  will  then  supersede  the  civil  and  crimi- 
ii»l  Uw. 

The  only  point  in  doubt  is  whether  on  English' soil  the  declaration  of  martial  law 
is  a  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  or  must,  to  be  legal,  be  established  or  approved  by  Par- 
lisuient.  As  every  Oovemraent  has  the  sovereign  right  to  determine  for  itself  and 
within  its  own  territory  how  martial  law  may  be  /leclared  or  established  under  its 
sothority,  the  mode  adopted  by  England  can  have  no  effect  upon  the  mode  adopted 
by  the  United  States.    . 

As  the  ri«cht  to  establish  martial  law  is  admitted,  the  manner  in  which  a  sovereign 
State  sees  fat  to  exercise  it  within  it«  own  borders  cannot  be  questioned  by  any  other 
BO  long  us  its  exercise.confornis  to  the  usages  of  war. 

Bat  in  England  very  high  authorities  hold  that  in  war  and  in  case  of  necessity  it 
Day  be  established  in  territory  subject  to  English  law  by  the  mere  order  of  the  mili- 
tary commander.     I  shall  not  attempt  to  review  the  dicta  and  decisions  of  English 
writers  and  judges.      But  in  Tytler's  (afterwards  Lord  Woodhouselee's)  work  on 
eoorts-martial,  I  find  an  illustration  so  apposite,  and  the  reasons  for  martial  law  so 
admirably  expressed  and  so  universal  in  their  application,  that  I  cannot  forbear  to 
eitethem.      Speaking  of  martial  law,  he  says  (pp.  366,  367) :   "Absolute  necessity 
authorizes  the  application  of  extraordinary  remedies.     It  is  for  the  security  of  the 
State.    The  slow  and  cautions  procedure  of  the  t>rdinary  courts  of  justice  keeps  no 
pace  with  that  daring  celerity  which  attends  the  operations  of  aebellion ;  nor  are 
their  regulated  forms  and  publicity  of  procednre  fitted  to  bring  to  light  the  dark  de- 
signs of  a  conspiracy.    It  is  a  remedy  warranted  only  by  the  last  necessity,  and 
therefore  to  be  commensurate  in  the  endurance  of  its  operations  to  the  immediate 
season  of  danger— an  expedient  which  requires  us  to  part  with  our  liberty  for  awhile 
in  Older  that  we  may  preserve  it  forever.''    The  last  is  the  phrase  used  by  Judge 
Biackstone  in  his  commentaries. 

Oo  the  24th  of  May,  179^,  the  Earl  of  Camden,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  on  ac- 
connt  of  insurrection  and  public  disorders,  proclaimed  martial  law,  which  afterwards 
being  made  knoivn  to  Parliament,  received  "its  entire  approbation." 

Parliament  thereupon  passed  the  act  of  1798,  which  was  much  more  stringent  than 
•BY  of  the  orders  of  the  United  States  Government  during  the  rebelliou. 

It  stated  that  the  exercise  of  martial  law  was  the  undoubted  prerogative  of  His 
Majesty,  and  it  authorized  it  '*  whether  the  ordinary  conrts  of  justice  are  or  are  not 
open  ;  and  that  it  should  continue  from  time  to  time  during  the  continuance  of  the 
rebellion."    (See  Tytler's  Courts- Martial,  App.  VI,  pp.  402, 403.) 

In  February-,  1818,  Sir  Robert  Brownrigg,  the  governor,  proclaimed  martial  law  in 
India. 

Id  Ceylon,  Yucount  Torrington,  upon  apprehended  insurrection,  on  the  29th  July, 
184}§,  proclaimed  martial  law,  and  it  was  continued  till  October  10.  Several  rebels 
were  executed.  The  conduct  of  Visconnt  Torrington  was  much  animadverted  npon, 
and  the  question  came  up  in  Parliament.  His  defense  (see  115  Hans.  Pari.  Deb.,  3d 
series,  p.  843,  etseq,),  throws  much  light  upon  the  recognized  practice  of  the  English 
Qovernment.  The  alleged  necessity,  the  continuance,  and  the  proceedings  under  mar- 
tial Uw  are  folly  shown. 

In  the  debate  in  Parliament  the  Duke  of  Wellington  **  contended  that  martial 
law  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  the  will  of  the  general  who  commanded  the  army. 
In  fact,  martial  law  meant  no  law  at  all.  Therefore  the  general  who  declared 
martial  law,  and  commanded  that  it  should  be  carried  into  execution,  was  bound  to 
Isy  down  distinctly  the  rules  and  regulations  and  limits  according  to  which  his  will 
was  to  be  carried  out."  In  this  respect  General  Butler's  proclamation  of  May  1, 1862, 
sod  his  subsequent  orders  from  time  to  time,  conformed  fully  to  the  rule  of  duty  pre- 
acribed  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  **  Now,  he  had,  in  another  country,  carried  on 
martial  law ;  that  was  to  say,  that  he  had  governed  a  large  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tioa  of  a  country  by  his  own  will.  But  then  what  did  he  do  f  He  declared  that  the 
coQntry  should  be  governed  according  to  its  own  national  laws,  and  he  carried  intoex- 
MQtioQ  that  will.  He  governed  the  country  strictly  by  the  laws  of  the  country,  and 
^^  governed  it  with  such  moderation,  he  must  say,  that  political  servants  and  judges, 
who  at  first  had  fled  or  had  been  expelled  after  wards,  consented  to  act  under  his  di- 
lution, liie  judges  sat  in  the  conrts  of  law  conducting  their  judicial  business  and 
^ministering  the  law  under  his. direction." 
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The  Earl  Grey  said : 

*  *  I  was  g^lad  to  hear  what  the  noble  Duke  said  with  reference  to  what  is  the  true  nature 
of  martial  law.  It  is  exactly  in  accordance  with  what  I  myself  wrote  to  my  noble  friend 
at  the  period  of  those  transactions  in  Ceylon.  I  am  sure  that  was  not  wrong  in  law,  for 
I  had  the  advice  of  Lord  Tottenham  and  Lord  Campbell,  and  the  attorney- general, 
and  I  explained  to  my  noble  friend  that  what  is  called  proclaiming  martial  la  wis  no 
law  at  all,  but  merely  for  the  sake  of  public  safety,  in  circumstances  of  great  emer- 
gency setting  aside  all  law,  and  acting  under  the  military  power,  a  proceeding  which 
requires  to  be  followed  by  an  act  of  indemnity  when  the  disturbances  are  at  an  end.'' 

The  opinion  expressed  by  Earl  Grey,  that  an  act  of  indemnity  was  necessary,  does 
not  seem  warranted  by  the  practice  of  the  English  Parliament.  No  such  indemni^ 
appears  to  have  been  required  for  the  Duke  of  Wellington  or  any  other  of  the  mili-. 
tary  commanders  who  have  exercised  the  power. 

Their  justification  stands  npon  the  law  of  nations  that  gives  in  time  of  war  to  the 
military  commander  the  right  to  govern  by  his  own  will  tne  hostile  territory  he  con- 
qners  or  occupies. 

In  regard  to  France  and  the  other  great  states  of  the  continent  of  {Europe,  I  find  }t 
stated  in  the  opinion  of  Attorney-General  Cushin^  (8  Att'y  Gen'l  Op.,  p.  371) — 

''  That  the  state  of  siege  may  have  a  lawful  origin,  like  the  state  of  war,  either  in 
an  act  of  the  political  sovereignty  or  in  the  necessity  of  circumstances.  When  it  ex- 
ists, all  the  local  authority  passes  to  the  military  commander,  who  exercises  it  in  hia 
own  person,  or  delegates  it  if  he  pleases  to  the  civil  magistrates,  to  be  exercised  by 
them  under  his  orders.  The  civil  law  is  suspended  for  the  time  being,  or  at  least 
made  subordinate,  and  its  place  is  taken  by  martial  law,  under  the  supreme,  if  not  th» 
direct,  administration  of  the  military  power. 

^*  The  state  of  siege  may  exist  in  a  cit^  or  in  a  district  of  the  country,  either  by- 
reason  of  the  same  being  actually  besieged  or  invested  by  a  hostile  force,  or  by  reason 
of  domestic  insurrection.  In  either  case  it  is  the  precise  fact  with  which  we  are  now 
concerned.  The, state  of  siege  of  the  continental  jurists  is  the  proclamation  of  mar- 
tial law  of  England  and  the  United  States,  only  we  are  without  law  on  the  subject, 
while  in  other  countries  it  is  regulated  by  known  limitations.  (Maurice  Block,  s. 
voc.    See  also  Esriche,  s.  voc,  for  similar  legal  provisions  in  Spain.") 

A  reference  to  the  French  code  and  statutes  confirms  this  statement. 

V. 

This  principle,  resting  upon  the  law  and  usages  of  war,  is  admitted  by  the 
counsel  of  the  claimant  to  be  correct  when  applied  to  foreign  war.  But  they  attempt 
to  distinguish  between  a  foreign  war  and  domestic  insurrrctiou. 

It  will  be  seen  from  the  Authorities  already  quoted  (Judge  Woodbury,  Judge  Davis, 
Judge  Waite,  Ives'  Military  Law,  Dr.  Leiber,  and  Attorney-General  Gushing,  and  the 
practice  in  England  and  Franco)  that  no  such  distinction  is  recognised;  that  the 
same  rule  of  war  as  to  the  exercise  of  martial  law  applies  as  well  to  domestic  insur- 
rection as  to  foreign  wars. 

Indeed,  in  domestic  conspiracies  ^nd  insurrections,  the  secrecy  and  '*  daring  celer- 
ity" of  the  rebels  and  conspirators  make  martial  law  more  necessary  than  in  the  reg"- 
nlar  and  publicly  known  operations  of  war  between  states. 

In  these  days  when  nihilists  and  communists  are  conspiring  against  law.  Govern- 
ment, and  the  public  peace  in  Russia  and  France,  neither  of  those  great  powers  can 
safely  forego  the  necessary  exercise  of  martial  law. 

MARTIAL  LAW  AT  KBW  ORLEANS. 

Louisiana,  in  May,  186*2,  was  as  much  hostile  territory  as  if  had  never  belonged  to 
the  United  States.  For  fifteen  months  the  United  States  laws,  conrts.  and  jndges  had 
been  overturned  and  superseded  by  the  Confederacy.  No  man  could  hold  an  office 
without  an  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  Confederacy. 

The  population  of  New  Orleans,  whether  native  or  foreign,  was  nearly  nnanimoos 
in  violent  opposition  to  the  United  States.  No  Union  man  could  express  an  opinion 
favorable  to  the  United  States,  except  at  the  risk  of  his  life. 

A  general  invading  a  foreign  country  could  not  have  found  himself  more  completely 
surrounded  by  a  hostile  population  than  was  General  Butler  at  New  Orleans.  The 
Confederates  had  left  the  cit}',  but  were  closely  besieging  it  with  a  large  army  nnder 
General  Lovell.  Correspondence  between  the  rebels  in  the  city  and  General  Lovell 
and  the  besieging  forces  outside  was  constant,  and  the  utmost  vigilance  could  not  pre- 
vent it. 

1.  Before  the  capture  of  the  city  the  Confederate  General  Lovell  was  obliged  to 
adopt  martial  law. 

2.  When  he  left,  and  dnring  the  interval  before  General  Butler  came,  the  safety  of 
the  city  from  riot  and  mob  rule  was  secured  only  by  the  employment  of  the  European 
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kgion  by  the  mayor  for  that  pnrpose.  The  terror  and  fear  that  prevailed  among  the 
better  claases  is  8hown  by  the  letter  which  Mr.  Fonitall,  the  a^ent  of  Hope  &  Co.,  of 
Amsterdam,  wrote  to  them  on  May  13,  1862,  in  regard  to  the  |dOO,000  of  silver  placed 
in  bis  hand  on  their  acconut.     He  sa^'s: 

''  The  great  apprehcnnion  at  that  time,  in  the  event  of  the  fall  of  New  Orleans,  was 
not  the  action  of  the  Federal  Government,  which  until  then  on  similar  events  had  left 

Srivate  property  undisturbed,  but  the  destruction  of  property  and  sacking  of  banks 
7  the  rabble  out  of  a  mixed  population  of  nearly  two  nundred  thousand,  pending  the 
consequent  delays  of  an  abrupt  and  violent  change  of  government,  and  the  event 
proved  that  such  apprehension  was  not  idle,  for  aft«r  the  destruction  and  robbery  of 
an  immense  amount  of  propertv  on  our  wharves  and  some  of  our  front  stores  and  ware- 
hoofles,  a  general  plunder  of  the  city  would  have  taken  place  by  the  rabble  after  the 
retreat  of  the  Confederate  troops  but  for  the  armed  interference,  night  and  day,  of 
the  French  and  foreign  brigades  for  nearly  six  days,  when  the  Federal  troops  took 
charm  of  the  city  vrvui  a  sufficient  force  to  maintain  order.''    (Parton,  p.  3T3). 

3.  The  proclamation  of  martial  law  by  General  Butler  was  a  necessity.  It  was  the 
only  means  to  save  the  city.  It  was  approved  by  President  Lincoln,  by  Congress,  an^ 
b^  the  country.  The  forcible  and  express  language  of  Mr.  Seward  on  that  point  in 
his  dispatch  to  Compte  Treilhard,  on  October  11,  lhK$2,  shows  the  view  the  Govern- 
DMQttook  of  it  and  of  the  necessity  of  its  continuauce  (p.  33)  : 

''New  Orleans  is  now  partially  a  military  garrison  of  the  United  States,  in  which 
all  civil  authority  has  been  subverted  by  an  armed  and  treasonable  insurrection,  and 
tb«  inhabitants  there  are  now  secnred  in  their  lives,  liberty,  and  property  by  the 
presence  and  authority  of  the  Army  under  the  command  of  Major-General  Butler. '' 

This  was  said  by  Mr.  Seward,  in  his  official  capacity  as  Secretary  of  State,  on  the 
11  October,  1862,  in  this  very  case.  Upon  what  evidence  are  we  to 'find  now,  20  years 
after,  that  it  was  not  true  T 

General  Butler  at  first  attempted  to  govern  by  leaving  the  municipal  government 
to  the  mayor  and  common  council,  and  the  administration  of  criminal  Justice  to  the 
Jodges  or  recorders  then  in  office.  But  finding,  as  he  believed,  that  these  Confeder- 
ate officials  were  sending  aid  to  General  Lovell,  and  could  not  be  trusted  and  would 
not  do  their  duty,  on  the  20th  May  he  suspended  them  from  the  functions  of  their 
offices  and  appointerl  General  Shepley  military  commandant  of  the  city,  and  estab- 
lished a  provost-court,  with  Major  Bell  provost-judge.  (See  General  Shepley^s  ^'No- 
tice," Parton,  p.  336.) 

In  August,  lr^2.  General  Butler  wrote  to  the  French  consul,  who  complained  of  his 
order  requiring  citizens  to  give  up  their  arms : 

'*  AYhenever  the  inhabitant's  of  this  city  will,  by  a  public  and  united  act,  show  bot.h 
their  loyalty  and  neutrality,  I  shall  be  glad  of  their  aid  to  keep  the  peace,  and  restore  the 
^tjf  to  them.'^  Till  that  time,  however,  I  must  require  the  arms  of  all  the  inhabitants, 
white  and  black,  to  be  under  my  control." 

VI. 

But  it  isclatmed  that  General  Butler  excepted  foreigners  from  the  operation  of  mar- 
tial law.  His  words  are :  **A11  foreigners  will  be  protected  in  their  persons  and  prop- 
erty, as  heretofore,  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.^'  This  did  not  exempt  them 
from  martial  law,  but  assured  them  of  protection  of  their  persons  and  property,  now 
nnder  martial  law,  as  heretofore  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Its  meaning  was  that  martial  law  should  protect  their  persons  and  property — not 
that  they  should  be  exempt  from  its  operation.     In  reason,  no  distinction  of  the  kind 
could  be  made.     All  must  be  subject  to  martial  law.     Foreigners,  though  they  ought 
to  be  neutral  (and  many  of  them  were),  in  fact  were  often  engaged  in  aiding  the  re- 
bellion.   General  Butler's  letter  to  the  French  consul,  of  August  14,  1862,  shows  this. 
He  says:  "You  will  observe  that  it  will  not  do  to  trust  to  mere  professions  of  neu- 
trality.   I  trust  roost  of  your  countrymen  are  in  good  faith  neutral ;  but  it  is  unfortu- 
Mtely  true  some  of  them  are  not.    Thiscauscs  the  good,  of  necessity,  to  snifor  for  the  acts 
of  the  bad.    I  take  leave  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  United  States  forces 
gsve  every  immunity  to  Monsieur  BounegraMS,  who  claimed  to  be  the  French  consul 
at  Baton  Rouge,  allowed  him  to  keep  his  arms,  aud  relied  upon  his  neutraliry  ;  but 
lu8  Bon  was  taken  prisoner  on  the  battle-field  in  arms  against  us.    You  will  also  do 
ne  the  favor  to  remember  that  very  few  of  the  French  subjects  here  have  taken  the 
<^th  of  neutrality,  which  was  offered  to  but  not  required  of  ihera  by  my  order,  No.  41, 
although  all  the  officers  of  the  French  legion  had,  with  your  knowledge  and  assent,  takeu 
tbe  oath  to  support  the  constitution  of  the  Confederate  States.    Thus,  you  see,  I  have 
^0  guarantee  for  the  good  faith  of  bad  men."    (Partou^s  General  Butler  in  N.  O.,  p. 
^®;  see  also  General  Butler^s  letter  to  the  consuls;  Parton,  pp.  456,  457,  458.) 

No  distinction  could  be  justly  made  between  them  and  native  citizens.  It  would 
practically  have  been  impossible  to  secure  the  objects  for  which  martial  law  'wtj^^  <\fe- 
cl&red  if  foreigners  had  been  excepted. 

H.  Ex.  235 15 
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Such  a  meaning  as  is  now  giren  to  this  phraae  by  the  daimanta  was  not  intendi 
by  General  Butler,  nor  was  it  so  understooa  or  claimed  by  foreigners  at  the  time. 

Li  May,  1863,  in  requiring  the  British  members  of  the  European  brigade,  who  hi 
giTen  their  arms  to  Beauregard,  to  leave  the  city  in  twenty-four  hours  (Parton, 
357) ;  in  his  many  dealings  with  foreign  consuls,  and  especially  with  the  French  co 
sul,  Count  M^Jan  (see  Butler's  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  Parton,  378),  he  alwa, 
held  foreigners,  like  natives,  to  be  subject  to  martial  law :  and  the  foreigners  ai 
foreign  consuls  did  not  claim  the  contrary.  See  General  Butler's  letter  to  the  EngUa 
French,  and  Greek  consuls  of  June  12,  1862  (Parton,  p.  383),  in  which  he  says : 

"  In  order  to  prevent  all  misconception,  and  that  for  the  future  you  gentlemen  mi 
know  exactly  the  position  upon  which  I  act  in  regard  to  foreigners,  resident  hei 
permit  me  to  explain  to  you  that  I  think  a  foreigner  resident  here  has  not  one  rigl 
more  than  an  American  citizen,  but  at  least  one  right  less;  i.  «.,  that  of  meddling  * 
interfering  by  discussion,  vote,  or  otherwise  with  the  affairs  of  the  Government." 

This  was  well  known  in  New  Orleans  three  months  before  Dubos  was  arrested. 

In  his  proclamation  of  martial  law  on  May  1,  he  says: 
,  '^  No  publication,  either  by  newspapers,  pamphlets,  or  hand-bills,  giving  acconni 
of  the  movements  of  the  soldiers  of  the  United  States^  within  this  department,  reflec 
ing  in  any  way  upon  the  United  States  or  its  officers,  or  tending  in  any  way  to  infli 
ence  the  public  mind  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  will  be  permitted. 

Can  any  one  suppose  that  native  citizens  only  were  prohibited  from  doing  sue 
acts,  but  that  foreigners  would  be  allowed  in  doing  them  f 

VII. 

♦ 

The  claimant's  counsel  contends  that  claimant's  arrest  and  imprisonment  wei 
illegal,  because  he  was  not  tried  by  a  military  commisnion. 

1.  General  Batler  gave  to  his  provost-court  the  jurisdiction  of  "high  crimes  a« 
misden^eanors.*'  If  ho  thought  liubos'  act  a  minor  olfeuse,  or  for  any  other  sufflcies 
cause  saw  fit  to  withhold  it  from  the  provost-court,  he  had  the  right  to  do  so. 

2.  As  the  will  of  the  commander  is  the  basis  of  martial  law,  he  may  or  may  not ::: 
sort  to  a  military  couimissiou  as  he  thinks  best.  Ordinarily,  he  does  resort  to  a  co^ 
mission  to  ascertain  the  facts,  as  he  has  no* time  for  such  trials.  The  law  he  deci^ 
for  himself.  But  where  there  are  no  facts  in  dispute,  where  the  alleged  offender 
mits  the  facts,  there  a  military  commission  is  not  resorted  to,  because  it  woul(k^ 
superfluous.  That  is  this  case.  Dubos  admitted  then,  and  admits  now,  that  he  w 
and  published  the  articles  complained  of  (p.  10,  20).  He  could  not  dispute  the 
for  it  api^ears  from  Mr.  Seward's  letter  (p.  33)  that  Dubos  signed  the  articles, 
was  brought  before  General  Butler  (p.  8),  and  doubtless  admitted  the  fact-s  he  c 
not  deny.  Mr.  Treilhard  a<lmitt'ed  that  Dubos  wrote  the  articles,  but  attempte 
extenuate  the  ottVuse  by  saying  that  Dubos  declared  '*  that  in  writing  a  few  comk  <2 
tides  he  did  not  intend  to  attack  the  Government." 

The  fact  that  he  wrote  the  articles  between  August  17  and  September  5  (theird^f( 
and  published  them  being  admitted,  there  was  nothing  left  for  a  commission  to  ai»ce 
tain.  There  was  nothing?  left  but  for  General  Butler  to  decide  whether  the  article 
violated  the  law  **  by  reflecting  in  any  way  upon  the  United  States,  or  were  iuteu()e< 
in  any  way  to  induence  the  public  mind  against  the  United  States." 

• 

VIII. 

CHARACTER  OF  THE  ARTICLES   PUBLISHED  BT  DUBOS. 

General  Butler  decided  that  the  articles  did  so  violate  the  law. ' 

That  decision  was  clearly  right. 

The  President  and  Mr.  Seward  went  further  and  said  they  were  calculated  to  add 
to  the  civil  war  the  aggravati<m  of  even  a  servile  war. 

Mr.  Dubos  was  a  neutral;  only  two  years  in  this  country.  It  was  his  duty  as  » 
neutral  and  an  honorable  man  to  abstain  wholly  from  intermeddling  with  politic*; 
above  all,  from  exasperating  the  public  mind  against  the  Government.  Instead  of 
this,  he  wrote  in  an  ironical  way  to  Ihrow  contempt  on  President  Lincoln,  on  General 
Butler,  on  the  Union  Army,  to  discredit  the  Union  jonrnalH  as  always  telling  lie»,and 
to  stir  up  the  slave-holders  to  greater  violence  against  the  Government,  and  to  greater 
severity  against  the  slaves. 

When  arrested  he  made  no  excuse  or  apology.  He  gave  no  promise  to  amend  hi* 
conduct,  but  aggravated  his  ottense  by  the  insincere  pretence  that  the  articlea  ^cre 
"jocular,"  *' semi-burlesque,"  and  "not  intended  to  attack  the  cause  of  the  United 
States." 

The  time  when  they  were  publiHhed  added  to  the  evil  iufluense  they  were  calculated 
to  fixert.    It  was  August,  lbG2 ;  the  month  when  great  disasters  in  Virginia  had  amit- 
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tea  the  Union  Army  and  canse^  and  a  Confederate  army  was  within  a  few  miles  of 
Washington ;  when  the  rebels  were  greatly  elated  and  expeoted  a  speedy  triomph  and 
to  KKm  retake  New  Orleans ;  when  the  Confederate  General  Jeff.  Thompson  wrote  to 
Qeneral  Bntler  *'  that  they  wonld  have  New  Orleans  in  a  few  days."  (Parton,  p.  474.) 
That  was  a  bad  time  to  sneer  at ''  the  invincibility  of  the  Union  arms,  and  that  they 
were  the  terror  of  the  entire  world ;  that  France  and  England  would  be  but  a  moiith- 
fal  to  them."  Soch  insulting  language,  published  in  New  Orleans,  among  an  excitable 
and  bitter  population  of  rebels,  was  well  calculated  to  give  ''  aid  and  comfort"  to  the 
rebellion,  and  at  that  moment  to  stir  the  public  mind  to  violence  and  insurrection. 

Martial  law  was  obliged  to  be  prompt  and  severe,  to  nip  the  offense  in  the  bud, 
md  to  punish  the  offender,  not  ouly  for  his  misconduct,  but  to  make  an  example  of 
bim.  To  what  extreme  he  or  others  might  have  gone,  and  what  deplorable  conse- 
quences have  followed,  if  not  instantly  repressed,  no  oue  can  now  tell. 

If  Mr.  Dubos  had  oDserved  the  obligations  imposed  on  him  by  the  laws  of  neu- 
trality, and  the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  France,  enjoining  strict  neutrality 
on  all  French  citizens,  he  would  not  have  meddled  with  American  politics  .in  the 
midst  of  a  civil  war.  His  conduct  was  imprudent  and  highly  irritating.  It  en- 
dftDgered  the  public  peace.  He  saw  fit  ^'to  scatter  firebrands,''  and  when  arrested  to 
plead,  *'Am  not  I  in  sport  f"  It  is  a  plea  that  cannot  be  allowed  when  the  materials 
for  a  conflagration  are  lying  around  everywhere  and  ready  to  catch  fire. 
If  when  arrested  ho  had  made  such  expressions  of  regret  and  such  promises  of 

d  conduct  in  the  future  as  be  ought  to  have  made,  and  could  have  made  with 
jr,  be  would  doubtless  have  been  relieved  from  punishment.  This  is  probable, 
for  on  the  previous  day  (Septembers)  General  Butler  had  permitted  the  Estafette 
do  Sad  to  resume  publication  upon  the  pledge  of  such  assurances.  His  order  of  Sep- 
tember 5,  1862,  is  as  follows:  , 

'4t  having  been  made  to  appear  that  the  suppression  of  the  '  Estafette  du  Sud,^ 
FreDcb  newspaper,  will  work  distress  among  the  employes  of  the  office,  who  are 
faoltless,  and  the  proprietors  having  assured  the  United  States  authorities  that 
nothing  shall  be  published  that  is  offensive  or  inimical,  or  in  any  way  reflecting  upon 
tlie  United  States  or  its  authorities,  the  publication  upou  this  pledge  is  permitted  to 
b«  resumed  at  the  instance  of  the  acting  French  consul,  M.  Fauconuet."  (See  Par- 
tons  "  Butler  in  New  Orleans,"  p.  434. ) 

IX. 

It  is  alleged  that  Dubos  received  ^'inhuman  treatment"  while  in  custody,  and  for 
tbis  reason  it  is  sought  to  increase  the  da/nages. 

1.  Mr.  Dubos  does  not  say  he  was  treated  "  inhumanly."  While  at  the  custom- 
house he  '*  was  in  a  room  with  eight  or  nine  other  persons."  (P.  b.)  But  he  does  not 
pretend  that  they  were  convicts  or  felons.  (P.  10.)  He  gives  the  names  of  three  of 
tbem—Mr.  Stith,  Mr.  Leefe,  and  Dr.  Delmeux— all  believed  to  be  respectable  per- 
sons. * 

'4  lost  all  my  bedding  and  had  nothing  to  sleep  on  for  Hve  or  six  days."  He  does 
jot  say  that  it  was  lost  by  the  fault  of  the  Government  or  that  the  Government  could 
^ve famished  him  with  bedding  "for  live  or  six  days."  Such  hardship  could  not 
1^ called  '*  inhuman,"  even  if  it  were  proved  to  bo  the  act  of  the  Government. 

His  next  grievance  was  not  a  great  one,  and  his  allusion  to  it  shows  that  he  really 
•^  no  great  grievance  to  complain  of. 
"The mosquitoes  were  very  bad,  and  I  had  no  mosquito  bar  to  protect  me."  (P.  9.) 
He  then  says  his  eyesight  was  affected  by  the  glare  of  the  sun  on  the  white  sand, 
^4  he  suffered  much  pain  from  that  cause.  Dr.  Batchelor,  a  Confederate  prisoner 
^iib  him,  and  who  treated  him  at  the  time  for  the  affection  of  his  eyes,  says:  *'  Hav- 
'^^ liberty  to  go  around  the  house  and  in  shady  places  on  the  outside  of  the  house, 
f«cie  was  no  necessity  of  his  exposing  himself  to  the  glare  of  the  sun  so  as  to  have 
|t  operate  injuriously  on  his  eves.  He  had  the  option  of  exposing  himself  or  not,  and 
"fee did  so  it  was  his  own  fault."    (P.  15.) 

.  "In  sitting  in  the  shade  with  a  bank  of  sand  opposite  it  would  be  uncomfortable 
^"^f  the  eye,  but  it  would  be  very  easy  for  him  to  turn  his  eyes  from  It."     (P.  15.) 
The  room  in  which  Dubos  and  others  were  confined  was  **  from  30  to  40  feet  long 

*M  about  16  or  18  wide.  ■   It  was  dry  ;  had  two  windows.? 
Mr.  Gillissays:  ''Our  room  was  well  ventilated.    We  were  treated  with  kindness  and 

jj^^lrtfcsy  by  the  officers."    (P.  17.)    **  Dubos  received  the  same  treatment  we  did.    Mr. 

*^QboH  could  have  remained  inside  the  building  during  the  day  or  have  seated  himself 

^Uside  in  the  shade."    (P.  17.) 
^r.  Walker,  a  prisoner  there,  says  (p.  48) :  "  The  treatment  was  very  good  ;  we  were 

!^^U  fed;  were  allowed  to  bathe  under  guard  ;  the  rations  abundant."    And  on  page 

^'  "It  was  pleasant,  so  far  as  climate  was  concerned  ;  the  bathing  was  fine ;  better 

^ban  at  the  lakeside  places ;  the  food  abundant  and  good ;  the  sl^ei^mvE.  v^wcVss^kwX^ 

^^KhI,  and  the  expense  little,  only  for  extras  and  luxuries." 
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The  injury  to  bis  eyes  was  bat  temporary.  **  1  now  work  a  great  deal  during  t 
nigbt  by  gaslight."    (Duboe,  pp.  20  and  21.) 

It  is  not  pretended  that  either  General  Butler  or  President  Lincoln  were  moved  1 
evil  intention  to  oppress  Mr.  Dnbos  or  to  gratify  a  spirit  of  malice  or  revenge.  On  t 
contrary,  it  is  plain  that  they  acted  from  a  sense  of  duty,  and  treated  him  with  all  t 
mildness  that  was  possible  under  the  circumstances,  and  with  all  the  forbearance  I 
perversity  and  fooluardiness  would  allow. 

Nor  was  there  any  harsh  or  inhuman  treatment. 

Nothing  whatever  should  be  allowed  him  for  damages. 

X. 

Mr.  Dubos  "  ^ave  aid  and  comfort  to  the  rebels."  Such  publications  as  his,  by  i 
flueucing  the  minds  of  the  French  population  to  resistance  against  the  Governmei 
were  a  more  serious  injury  to  the  cause  of  the  United  States  than  if  he  had  made 
speech  at  a  public  meeting — more  practically  injurious  than  if  he  had  tAken  arms  aj 
joined  the  rebel  army;  and  both  in  intent  and  in  effect  gave  '^aid  and  comfort  to  t] 
enemy." 

For  this  reason  alone  he  is,  in  my  judgment,  barred  from  any  compensation. 


Exhibit  I. 

Diaaeniing  opinion  of  Monsieur  Lefaivr;  Commiaaioner  of  the  French  Republic. 

The  Commissioner  for  France  regrets  not  to  be  able  to  join  in  the  decision  of  h 
colleagues  in  the  case  of  Denis  Meng. 

He  bases  his  dissenting  opinion  upon  the  following  reasons: 

The  destruction  of  property  situated  at  Donaldsonville,  on  the  banks  of  the  Mi 
sissippi  River,  was  ordered  on  the  9th  of  August,  1862,  by  Admiral  Farragut,  as  m 
pears  from  his  own  declarations,  in  view  of  securing  his  transports  against  the  firi^ 
from  the  opposite  side,  which  was  attributed  (and  all  inquiries  seem  to  justify  tfl 
imputation)  to  Texan  guerrillas. 

Arguments  and  briefs  have  been  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  the  purpose 
justifying  the  destruction  ordered  by  Admiral  Farragut,  and  the  Commission  reaA. 
'recogniz^  in  this  officer  th^  right  of  securing  his  communications  by  all  means  om 
secrated  by  custom  and  the  immemorial  traditions  of  war. 

Having  disclaimed  any  appreciation  or  censure  respecting  this  measure  in  itmim 
the  majority  of  the  Commission  also  admitted  the  following  principle: 

*'  That  the  destruction  of  Donaldsonville  might  have  been  caused  by  military  nftc 
sities,  without  the  United  States  Government  being  exempted  from  liability  lOr  tmJ 
rior  indemnities  to  the  victims,  that  is,  to  the  injured  property-owners,  provided  1 
destruction  of  their  dwellings  could  not  be  cousidei'ed  as  an  act  of  retaliation  prom|p' 
by  their  complicity  in  attacks  upon  the  Federal  transports." 

The  question  being  thus  reduced  to  these  terms,  it  remained  only  to  consider  whe^l 
the  proofs  and  testimony  showed  with  sufficient  clearness  an  active  participation 
the  population  of  Donaldsonville  in  the  incriminated  acts  of  hostility. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  CommiHsioncr  for  France,  not  only  the  few  inhabitants  h 
by  the  war  at  Donaldsonville  ha<l  not  taken  any  part  in  the  attacks  incriminated  i 
Admiral  Farragut,  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  prove<l  that  they  made  the  most  merit 
rions  efforts  with  the  Confederate  officers  and  the  Confederate  governor  of  the  Stal 
of  Louisiana  to  prevent  the  continuance  of  the  attacks,  and  even  appealed  to  Admi 
ral  Farragut  for  effective  aid  and  protection  against  the  excnrsions  of  the  guerrilla* 
Inasmuch  as  the  French  Commissioner  differs  so  fundamentally  from  this  decision  o 
the  Commission,  he  considers  it  useless  to  enter  into  a  hypothetical  discussion  as  U 
how  Dr.  Meng's  horses  were  taken  from  him. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  French  Commissioner  the  majority  have  not  substantiate^ 
their  charge  of  complicity  by  the  testimony  of  a  single  witness,  and  he  has  sought 
in  vain  through  the  voluminous  recor.ls  of  the  Donaldsonville  chs.^h  for  any  proof  in 
support  of  this  grave  accusation,  which  is  brought  forward  as  the  justification  of  the 
deliberate  burning  of  the  houses  of  unoffending  foreign  citizens. 

The  principal  witnesses  who  have  testified  in  these  cases  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  and  of  the  claimants,  are  Reynaud,  Collin,  Bercegeay,  Rodrigue,  Guigon,  F^ 
vrier.  Billon,  Rougeau,  and  Claverie.  They  all  declare,  from  personal  knowlensre,  that 
the  citizens  of  Donaldsonville  took  no  part  whatsoever  in  the  firing  upon  the  Federal 
trsinsports.  It  appears  from  their  testimony  in  claims  numbered  112,  184,  331,  496, 
and  567,  among  others,  that  the  firing  was  done  exclnsively  by  a  band  of  TexM  g^^^ 
rillas,  wbo  were  encamped  several  miles  away  from  the  town ;  that  Commodore  Far- 
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lAgnt's  threat  to  bum  the  town  cancied  great  aoxietj  and  consterpation ;  that  he  was 
Appealed  to  for  protection  by  the  mayor  and  the  few  remaining  inhabitants,  who 
told  him  that  they  oonld  not  control  the  ffnerrillaM,  though  they  would  do  what  they 
oonld  to  pteyent  them  from  continuing  tneee  attacks  (p.  112  of  No.  496;  41,  49,  116, 
ud  129  of  No.  331 ;  29  of  No.  112 ;  43  of  No.  35 ;  51  of  No.  567  )  '^  that  the  captain  of 
the  guerrillas  aad  the  governor  of  Louisiana  were  sncceesively  implored  to  take  into 
eoDuderation  their  dan|;er  and  defenseless  situation,  and  to  cause  the  firing  from  the 
bsnkfl  of  the  Mississippi  to  be  stopped.    In  a  word,  it  is  clear  beyond  controversy  that 
eTerything  that  could  possibly  be  done  by  the  few  male  adults  of  Donaldsonville, 
who  appear  to  have  been  mostly  old  men  and  foreigners,  exempt  from  Confederate 
coDscription,  was  honestly  and  in  good  faith  done  by  them  to  put  a  stop  to  the  hos- 
tile sets  of  the  Texas  guerrillas,  and  to  demonstrate  their  innocence  and  their  non- 
eoDplicity  in  these  acts. 

Tne  people  of  Donaldsonville  were  completely  at  the  mercy  of  Commodore  Farragut 
snd  the  vessels  of  his  fleet.  The  town  lay  between  New  Orleans  and  Baton  Rouge,  at 
both  of  which  places  the  Federals  had  a  large  military  force.  No  confederate  troops 
wen  in  the  vicinity,  except  Captain  MoWhorter's  handful  of  Texas  guerrillas.  The 
bnsiDess  relations  of  the  town  were  with  New  Orleans,  and  the  inhabitants  had  every 
motiye  of  interest  and  reason  to  placate  the  Federal  authorities.  Is  it  reasonable  to 
nppose  that  they  deliberately  invited  the  destruction  of  their  houses  by  futile  at- 
tempts to  retard  the  advance  of  the  Federal  fleet  f  Could  there  be  anything  more 
ludieroQs  and  pitiful  than  this  attempt  to  picture  to  us  a  handful  of  decrepit  Louisi- 
uiansand  foreign  tradesmen  armins  themselves  with  rusty  ehot-^uns  and  muskets 
ud  marching  down  in  solid  array  to  tne  river  front  to  repel,  at  the  risk  of  the  destruc- 
tion of  their  town  if  they  failed,  the  advance  of  the  nian-oi-war  **  Brooklyn,"  a  screw 
iteamer  of  2,070  registered  tonnage,  carrying  twenty-six  guns,  and  one  of  the  largest 
veuele  of  the  United  States  Navy  f 

A.  LEFAIVRE. 


]^Q.  43. 


Judge  Aldis  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  Jmie  4, 1881. 

8iR:  The  work  of  the  French  and  American  Olaims  Comniission  has 
80  increased  of  late  that  I  think  another  clerk  is  needed  for  the  neces- 
^ry  despatch  of  basiuess. 

Mr.  Peddrick  has  shown  me  the  letter  which  he  has  addressed  to 
yoa  oil  the  subject.    His  statements  in  regard  to  the  necessity  of  a 
^ferkare  quite  correct.    I  should  be  pleased  if  an  additional  clerk  could 
"6  appointed  at  once. 
I  am,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALDIS, 


No.  44. 

Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

July  8, 1881. 

Deab  Mb.  Secebtaby  :  My  colleague,  Mr.  Geofroy,  still  desires  to 
Jave  the  Commission  adjourn  until  October  without  deciding  the  ques- 
Mon  which  I  presented  to  you  at  the  last  time  that  I  saw  you,  and  I  told 
Wm  that  I  could  not  agree  to  so  adjourn  the  decision  of  the  question 
^thoat  some  instructions  or  suggestions  from  you. 

I  see  no  advantage  in  so  adjourning  the  question,  but  think  it  might 
^^  to  serious  inconvenience  to  the  claimants  and  involve  them  in 
^uble,  expense,  and  even  the  loss  of  their  claims  by  being  misled  as 
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to  oar  opinion  on  that  point.    I  think  that  my  coUeagne,  Baron  d€ 
Arinos.  prefers  to  have  the  decision  made  before  we  adjonrn.    Will  yon 
be  80  Kind  as  to  say  to  me  whether  yon  feel  inclined  to  give  any  in- 
stmclions  or  make  any  suggestions  upon  the  point. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

A.  O.  ALDIS. 


No.  45. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Aldis. 

Depabtment  of  Statk, 

Washington,  July  S,  1881. 

Sib  :  Beferriog  to  your  letter  of  this  date  requesting  instructions  as 
to  the  propriety  of  rendering  a  decision  upon  certain  cases  pending  be- 
fore  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission^  I  beg  to  state  that 
as  the  Commission  was  organized  under  a  treaty  with  France  and  is  b; 
the  terms  of  said  treaty  entirely  independent  of  the  Department  ol 
State,  so  far  as  any  judicial  functions  may  extend,  I  do  not  deem  il 
proper  to  express  an  opinion  upon  any  matter  connected«with  the  Com 
mission.  The  responsibility  of  all  decisions  and  judgments  must  resi 
exclusively  with  the  commissioners  and  the  umpire. 
I  am,  &c., 

J.  G.  BLAINE. 


No.  46. 

Baron  de  Arinps  and  Mr.  Aidis  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

French  and  Amebioan  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Stbeet, 
Washingtony  July  11, 1881. 

Sib  :  We  have  just  received  from  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  the  commissiooc 
appointed  by  the  French  Republic  under  the  convention  of  January  11 
1880,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Bepubli« 
the  communication  which  we  herewith  inclose. 

You  will  perceive  that  he  retires  from  the  Commission  and  ceases  h  J 
functions  as  commissioner. 

We  respectfully  call  your  attention  to  the  second  paragraph  of  nrty 
cle  8  of  the  convention  as  to  the  effect  of  such  retirement  in  interrap  ^ 
ing  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission. 

We  have  adjourned  the  Commission  to  the  second  Wednesday  (tlK 
11th  day)  of  October,  within  which  time  we  hope  that  the  Freno 
Eepublic  may  appoint  a  commissioner. 

In  the  mean  time  all  the  proceedings  in  regard  to  the  business  of  tlu^ 
Commission  which  may  properly  be  transacted  in  the  absence  of  thc^ 
French  commissioner  so  retiring  will  still  go  on. 
We  have,  &c., 

Babon  de  ARINOS, 

President 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  part  of  United  States. 
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ComnSSION  DBS  RiCLAMATIONS  FjU.NCa-AMARXCAIKB8. 

WtuhimgUm,  U 11  JuilUt  de  1881. 

sutUB  LK  PidbsiDBMT:  J'bI  Phounear  de  vons  faire  MToir  qa'ayaiil  re^n  hq 

de  mon  Gonyemement  Je  cease  k  la  date  de  ce  jour  mee  fonctions  de  Comml*- 

e  Fnince. 

ieE,  Monsieur  le  Pr^ident,  avec  tons  mes  regrets  de  me  etfparer  de  vons  et  de 

;oll^gne  d'AmMqae,  les  assaranoes  de  ma  haute  consideration. 

lommissaire  dn  Gonvemement  de  la  B^pnbliqae  Fran^aise : 

L.  DK  OEOFROY. 


No,  47. 

Mr.  Aldis  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

French  and  Amekioan  Glaihs  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
WaehingtOHy  April  15, 1882. 

t :  I  bave  the  hoDor  to  transmit  to  you  herewith,  a  memorandam 
^rd  to  the  question  which  has  arisen  in  the  French  and  American 
18  Commission  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  terms  ^Herritory"  and 
itorial  jarisdictiou,"  as  used  in  the  first  article  of  the  convention. 
e  arguments  of  counsel  to  which  I  refer  seem  to  suggest  all  the 
ns  to  be  given  for  the  one  or  the  other  construction. 
B  action  of  the  Commission  in  referring  the  question  to  the  two 
ruments  for  their  consideration  has  doubtless  been  communicated 
u  bv  our  secretaries. 

I  can  render  you  any  further  service  in  examining  and  deciding 
aatter  I  shall  be  happy  to  do  so. 
I  am,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  THE    SECRETARY  OF  STATE. 

plicate  copies  of  the  coiiveDtion  were  signed,  I  suppose,  one  in  English,  the 
in  French,  and  both  ar<*  of  equal  anthority. 

Dre  is  a  difference  in  the  text  of  the  convention.  In  the  first  article  of  the  Eng- 
'opy  the  jurisdiction  extends  to  claims  arising  out  of  acts  committed  against 
ersoDB  or  propertv  of  citizens  of  France  '*upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  ter- 
ftl  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.'' 

the  French  copy  the  same  passage  reads  thns:  '*  En  haute  mer  on  snr  le  terri- 
des  fiuts-Unis."     . 

the  words  ''territorial  jurisdiction"  mean  the  same  thing  as  ''territory/'  then 
is  no  substantial  difference. 

)  counsel  for  the  United  States  contends  that  they  do  not  mean  the  same  thing : 
"  territorial  jurisdiction  "  means  that  part  of  the  rightful  territory  of  the  Unitea 
I  over  which  the  United  States  had  actual  jurisdiction;  and  the  words  were 
irith  intent  to  exclude  that  part  of  their  rightful  territory  over  Which  they  had 
taal  jurisdiction.  Two  reasons  are  given  for  this  construction : 
That  is  the  natural  meaning  of  the  words;  territorial  jurisdiction  is  different 
Jegal  jurisdiction.  Legal  jurisdiction  extended  over  all  the  territory  of  the 
d  Statee.  The  rebelUon  interrupted  the  exercise  of  this  legal  right  in  all  that 
>f  the  United  States  which  was  not  reclaimed  from  the  Confederacy,  but  did  not 
J  it.  Hence  the  legal  jurisdiction  was  for  the  time  being  suspended  in  all  part 
)  territory  in  which  the  Confederacy  bore  sway ;  and  the  actual  or  "  territorial 
iction  "  was  confined  to  that  part  of  their  territory  which  was  in  the  actual 
sion  apd  control  of  the  United  States. 

1  is  the  argument  of  the  counsel  of  the  United  States  upon  the  natural  and 
ry  meaning  of  the  words.  » 


I 
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2.  It  is  farther  ur^ed  that  the  United  States  ought  not  to  be  responsible  for  acts 
committed  within  territory  over  which  they  have  no  jurisdiction. 

I  beg  to  refer  to  the  printed  argument  of  the  counsel  fqr  the  United  States, 
which  will  better  show  his  views.    It  is  annexed. 

The  argument  on  the  French  side  is : 

1.  The  word  ^'territorial'  qualifies  the  term  ^' jurisdiction,"  and  means  ''jurisdic- 
tion''  limited  by  and  coextensive  with  territory,  and  not  jurisdiction  limited  by  and 
coextensive  with  actual  possession;  that  actual  Jurisdiction  qnalliies  jurisdiction  by 
limiting  it  to  actual  possession  and  to  something  less  than  ''territorial  jurisdiction;^ 
while  territorial  jurisdiction  carries  jurisdiction  as  far  as  territory  extends,  and  is 
therefore  equivalent  to  "  territory." 

The  French  counsel  further  contends  that  the  word  "territoire"  or  **  territory"  is 
susceptible  of  only  one  meaning  and  embraces  all  the  territory  of  the  United  States; 
and  that  if  the  words  ''territorial  jurisdiction"  are  susceptible  of  two  meanings, 
that  meaning  should  be  adopted  which  harmonizes  with  the  word  "  territoire,"  and 
so  gives  the  two  texts  a  common  and  harmonious  and  not  an  inconsistent  and  contra- 
dictory sense. 

2.  The  French  counslsl  further  insists  that  in  that  part  of  the  English  t«xt  which 
describes  the  claims  of  American  citizens  against  France,  in  the  preceding  part  of 
Article  I,  the  wonls  used  are  "acts  committed  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  ter- 
ritory of  France,"  thus  embracing  "all  the  territory  of  France."  although  at  the 
time  the  city  of  Paris  and  a  part  or  the  territory  of  France  was  not  within  the  actual 
Jurisdiction  of  the  French  Government. 

As  therefore  the  French  Government  is  responsible  for  acts  committed  within  the 
territory  of  France,  though  not  within  territory  subject  to  its  actual  control,  so  bj 
fair  intendment  and  by  Just  reciprocity  the  United  States  should  be  and  was  intended 
to  be  made  responsible  for  acts  committed  within  the  territory  of  the  United  States 
though  such  territory  was  not  subject  to  its  actual  control. 

3.  That  the  real  object  of  the  convention  is  to  give  just  compensation-  to  Frenel 
citizens  for  property  taken  or  injuries  committed  against  them  by  the  authorities  «: 
the  United  States  ;  that  it  is  the  act  of  depriving  a  citizen  or  neutral  alien  of  lft.i 
property  for  public  use  that  constitutes  the  right  to  compensation,  and  that  so  Ioks 
as  tne  military  authorities  had  sufficient  control  or  jurisdiction  of  any  place  to  ta^ 
property  and  convert  it  to  their  use,  they  are  bound  in  justice  to  make  com^fen^u 
tion. 

That  it  makes  no  difference  as  to  the  just  right  of  the  citizen  where  the  propesr^ 
was  taken  (so  it  was  in  the  United  States)  nor  how  transient  the  possession  of  the  ph 
by  the  military  authorities  might  be  when  it  was  taken,  so  it  was  actually  taken 
the  Government  for  its  use. 

That  it  makes  uo  difference  with  the  moral  obligation  of  the  United  States  to 
for  private  property  taken  for  public  use  that  it  was  taken  within  the  Confedei 
lines,  so  long  as  the  fact  is  proved  that  it  was  so  taken  and  so  converted  to  the  ai 
use  by  United  States  military  authorities. 

That  these  jnst  rights  of  French  citizens  would  be  defeated  in  a  great  many 
and  the  objects  of  the  convention  be  frustrated  by  the  construction  asked  for  by    I:- 
United  States  counsel. 

4.  That  the  United  States  ii^  establishing  the  Southern  Claims  Commission,  aii.«.l 

, allowing  compensation  to  its  loyal  citizens  through  that  tribunal,  recognized  cu 
acted  upon  the  principle  that  the  loyal  citizen  was  entitled  to  compensation  for  i>J 
yate  property  taken  for  army  use,  whether  it  was  taken  within  the  Coutederate  Iikk 
or  not ;  that  the  right  to  compensation  stood  upon  the  basis  that  private  propc^l 
was  taken  for  public  use,  and  the  place  where  it  was  taken  was  wholly  immaterlA^ 
and  that  for  these  claims  of  French  citizens  the  same  rule  should  be  adopted,  as  t^^ 
claims  were  of  precisely  the  same  kind  as  those  examined  and  settled  by  the  Sontho^ 
Claims  Commission. 

That  the  United  States  Government  in  establishing  this  Commission  did  not  intez'^< 
to  give  to  French  citizens  any  different  or  any  less  compensation  for  their  propeir^; 
taken  for  public  use  than  that  which  they  gave  to  their  own  citizens  by  the  South^^^ 
Claims  Commission. 

I  beg  to  refer  to  the  arguments  of  M.  de  Chambrun  and  his  assistant  counsel,  iM-  ^ 
Morse,  for  a  better  elucidation  of  their  views. 

We  have  decided  to  suspend  action  in  all  cases  depending  upon  the  construction  '^ 
be  given  to  this  clause  in  the  convention  till  we  hear  whether  the  two  Govemme^ 
can  come  to  some  understanding  upon  the  subject,  or  shall  decide  to  leave  it  tons ' 
our  judicial  decision. 

The  term  of  the  Commission  is  so  short,  and  the  work  to  be  done  by  them  is 
great,  that  we  venture  respectfully  to  suggest  that  an  early  decision  of  the  questic^ 
IB  desirable. 

I  am,  &c., 

^  A^  O.  ALDIS, 

United  Statu  CommitttoiMr. 
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ABGUMXNT  OF  THE  COUNftKL  FOR  THX  UNITED  STATES  IN  SUPPORT  OF  CK&TAIN  PBQP- 
OSmONS  APPLICABLE  TO  MAXY  CASES  BEFORE  THE  COMMISSIONS,  AND  PARTIALLT 
TO  CLAIMS  NOS.  24,  38,  39,  aUd  100  vs.  the  united  states,  KNOWN  AS  THE  '<  GAR- 
DEN CASES." 

Washington,  March  14,  1882. 

Mr.  Boutwell  said : 

Mr.  PresidoDt  aod  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  it  Is  agreed  by  the  counsel  for  the 
two  GoTemments  that  they  will  now  submit  to  the  Commission  the  following  cases: 

No.  24.  Anna  and  John  vidal  v$.  The  United  States. 

No.  38.  Pierre  Petrequin  v$.  The  United  States. 

No.  39.  Baptiete  Langa  V9,  The  United  States. 

No.  100.  Jean  Odend^al  re.  The  United  States. 

These  four  cases  are  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  to  be  substantially  of  the 
nme  character.  They  are  claims  for  losses  alleged  to  have  been  suffered  'from  the  dep- 
ledAtioDS  of  the  soldiery  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  civil  war.  Of  course 
the  main  question  is  whether  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  under  the  treaty, 
u  to  be  made  responsible  for  the  damages  thus  sustained  by  the  parties  claimant. 
Theeonnsel  for  tne  United  States  have  discussed  that  question  in  their  briefs,  and 
eip«cially  in  the  brief  in  the  case  of  Vidal,  No.  24,  where,  at  some  length,  we  have 
attempted  to  support  tlie  supposition,  upon  the  facts  shown,  that  that  was  a  case  of 
pillage,  and,  being  a  case  of  pillage,  that  by  the  treaty  the  Government  of  the  United 
otatM  is  uotboujid  to  respond  in  damages.  In  the  other  three  cases  our  briefs  show 
the  aigament  upon  the  facts,  differing,  as  they  do  somewhat,  and  in  each  one  refer- 
ence ia  made  to  the  brief  in  the  Vidal  case. 

I  do  not  intend  that  the  remarks  that  I  now  make  shall  be  accepted  by  the  Com- 
niinion  as  a  substitute  for  the  briefs  tiled,  but  I  shall  necessarily,  in  the  course  of  my 
observations,  repeat  some  of  the  doctrines  laid  down  in  those  briefs,  and  very  likely 
fffer  to  some  of  the  authorities  thoreiu  cited.    I  wish  to  place  myself  in  such  a  posi- 
tion that  it  may  not  be  necessary  hereafter  to  repeat  the  argument  upon  the  several 
propogitious  that  I  am  now  to  consider ;  and,  therefore,  much  of  what  I  may  say 
^ilj  out  bear  directly  upon  the  single  question  involved  iu  the  cases  now  submitted, 
^^hink  it  is  proper  for  the  counsel  for  the  Government  of  the  Uuite<l  States,  at  some 
r     ^OQieot  of  time,  and!at  an  early  moment,  to  express  his  opinion  upon  (j^uestions  of  law 
'*>^t  are  to  arise  iu  the  various  cases  upon  the  docket  of  the  Commission. 

^y  first  proposition,  which  has  only  a  remote  bearing  upon  the  business  of  the  Com- 
^'J^ion,  is  this : 

I.   • 

^^y  the  rules  and  practice  of  modern  nations  in  time  of  war  an  invading  army  may 

^?^2e  and  appropriate  or  destroy  all  munitions  of  war,  and  all  stores  of  provisions  and 
^-^^thing  that  may  have  been  gathered  for,  or  that  may  be  made  usefnl  to,  the  enemy. 

^«    ^citeiu  support  of  that  proposition  President  Woolsey  iu  his  work  on  Interua- 

"^^nal  Law,  fifth' edition,  paragraph  137,  where  he  says : 

""'The  rule  is  now  pretty  well  established,  that  while  all  military  stores  and  build- 
g6  are  lawful  plunder,  and  while  every  edifice  in  the  way  of  military  movements, 

^^^Jliether,  indeed,  public  or  private,  may  be  destroyed,  whatever  does  not  contribute  to 
^e  uses  of  war  ought  to  remain  intact." 

The  exception  wnich  he  makes,  •*  whatever  does  not  contribute  to  the  uses  of  war 

^^^ht  to  remain  intact,"  is  also  excepted  out  of  my  proposition,  which  is  that  all  mu- 

S^'ltions  of  war  and  all  stores  of  provisions  and  clothing  that  may  have  been  gathered 


or  may  be  made  useful  to  the  enemy,  may  be  either  seized  or  destroyed. 
Mr.  William  Whiting,  who  many  years  ago  wrote  a  very  valuable  work  on  the  war 
jwers  of  the  United  States  under  the  Constitution,  but  based  also  on  public  law,  and 
^^•eating  largely  of  the  war  powers  that  pertain  to  every  government,  said : 

*' Property  of  persons  residing  in  the  enemy's  country  is  deemed  in  law  hostile,  and 
^^bject  to  condemnation  without  any  evidence  as  to  the  opinions  or  predilections  of 
^he  owner.    If  he  is  the  subject  of  a  neutral,  or  a  citizen  of  one  of  the  belligerent  states, 
^tod  has  expressed  no  disloyal  sentiments  towards  his  country,  still  his  residence  in 
*^e  enemy's  country  impi^esses  upon  his  property,  engaged  in  commerce  and  found  ou 
"^e  ocean,  a  hostile  character,  and  subjects  it  to  condemnation.    This  familiar  prin- 
ciple of  law  is  sanctioned  in  the  highest  courts  of  England  and  of  the  United  States, 
^nd  has  been  decided  to  apply  to  cases  of  civil  as  well  as  of  foreign  war. 

Thns  personal  property  of  every  kind,  ammunition,  provision,  contraband,  or  slaves, 

^■^ay  be  lawfully  seized,  whether  of  loyal  or  disloyal  citizens,  and  is  by  law  presumed 

lutttile  and  liable  to  condemniition  if  captured  within  rebellious  districts.    This  right 

^•eisure  and  condemnation  is  harsh,  as  all  the  proceedings  of  war  are  harsh  in  the 

extreme ;  but  it  is  nevertheless  lawful.     It  would  be  harsh  to  kill  in  battle  a  loyal 

^tiaeo,  who,  having  been  impressed  into  the  ranks  of  the  rebels,  is  made  to  fight 
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against  his  country;  yet  it  is  lawful  to  do  so."  (War  powers  under  the  Constitntaon, 
pl>.  56-57,  43d  ed«) 

In  the  case  of  Mrs.  Alexander's  eotton  (2  Wallace,  pages  418  and  419),  the  same 
doctrine,  snbstantially,  is  laid  down,  as  follows : 

"  These  facts  present  the  question,  Was  this  cotton  lawful  maritime  prize,  subject  to 
the  P^ze  Jurisdiction  of  the  courtaof  the  United  States  t 

''There  can  be  no  doubt,  we  think,  that  it  was  enemies'  property.  The  military  oc- 
cupation by  the  national  military  forces  was  too  limited,  too  imperfect,  too  brief,  and 
too  precarious  to  change  the  enemy  relation  created  for  the  country  and  its  inhabit- 
ants by  three  years  of  continuous  rebellion ;  interrupted  at  last  for  a  few  weeks,  but 
immediately  renewed,  and  ever  since  maintained.  The  parish  of  Avoyelles,  whicn  in- 
cluded the  cotton  plantation  of  Mrs.  Alexander,  included  also  Fort  De  Knssy  eon- 
structed  in  part  by  labor  from  the  plantation.  The  rebels  reoccupied  the  fort  as  soon 
as  it  was  evacuated  by  the  Union  troops,  and  have  since  kept  possession. 

'*  It  is  said  that  though  remaininffin  rebel  territory,  Mrs.  Alexander  has  no  personal 
sympathy  with  the  rebel  cause,  ana  that  her  property  therefore  cannot  be  regarded 
as  enemy  property ;  but  this  court  cannot  inquire  into  the  personal  character  and  dis- 
positions of  individual  inhabitants  of  enemy  territory.  We  must  be  ffovemed  by  the 
principle  of  public  law,  so  often  announced  from  the  bench  as  applicable  alike  to 
civil  and  international  wars,  that  all  the  people  of  each  state  or  district  in  insurrec- 
tion against  the  United  States  must  be  regarded  as  enemies,  until  by  the  action  of 
the  legislature  and  executive,  or  otherwise,  that  relation  is  thoroughly  and  perma- 
nently changed.'' 

I  Lave  only  to  add  upon  this  point  that  if  the  doctrine  were  not  admitted  and  acted 
upon,  then  the  necessary  and  natural  and  proper  objects  of  war  could  never  be  ac- 
complished. In  the  nature  of  things  it  is  within  the  lawful  powers  of  an  invading 
army  to  destroy  the  ammunition  oi  the  enemy  and  to  capture  thetslothing  and  pro- 
visions and  whatever  else  might  be  made  specially  useful  to  tbe  enemy  in  the  prose- 
cution of  the  war. 

II. 

By  the  same  rules  and  practice  an  invading  army  is  Justified  in  taking  and  appro- 
priating to  its  own  use  all  tbe  property  found  in  the  enemy's  country,  whether  mov- 
able or  immovable,  that  may  be  necessary  for  its  subsistence  or  defense. 

On  this  point  President  Woolsey  has  stated  a  proposition  that  I  have  no  doubt  is 
justified  by  the  principles  of  public  law. 

In  paragraph  No.  136  he  says : 

''The  property,  movable  as  well  as  immovable,  of  private  persons  in  an  invaded 
country  is  to  remain  uninjured.  If  the  wants  of  the  hostile  army  require,  it  may  be 
taken  by  authorized  persons  at  a  fair  value;  but  marauding  must  be  checked  by  dis- 
cipline and  penalties."    (Woolsey's  International  Law,  5th  ed.) 

Wheatou  says  (International  Law,  p.  434,  6th  ed.) : 

"As  to  personal  property  or  movables,  the  title  is,  in  general,  considered  as  lost  to 
the  former  proprietor  as  soon  as  the  enemy  has  acquired  a  firm  possession ;  which  as 
a  general  rule  is  considered  as  taking  place  after  tbe  lapse  of  twenty -four  hours,  or 
after  the  booty  has  been  carried  into  a  place  of  safety,  infra  praaidia  of  the  captor." 

The  rule  in  regard  to  the  appropriation  of  property  taken  for  the  purpose  of  an 
army  is  as  broad  as  the  necessities  of  the  army,  reaching  in  its  application  not  only  to 
those  persons  who  are  subject  to  the  government  that  is  prosecuting  the  war,  but  it 
applies  with  equal  force  to  aliens  and  strangers  who  are  dwelling  in  the  country. 
Even  if  they  are  strangers,  who  may  have  come  into  the  country  subsequent  to  the 
commencement  of  tbe  war,  they  are  nevertheless  to  be  treated  as  enemies. 

Burlamaqui  says  (quoted  in  the  case  of  the  Venus,  8  Crancb,  292) : 

"As  to  strangers,  those  who  settle  in  the  enemy's  country  after  a  war  is  begun,  of 
which  they  had  previous  notice,  may  Justly  be  looked  upon  as  enemies  and  treated  as 
such.  But  in  res^ard  to  such  as  went  thither  before  the  war.  Justice  and  humanity 
require  that  we  should  give  them  a  reasonable  time  to  retire,  and  if  they  neglect  that 
opportunity,  they  are  accounted  as  enemies." 

m. 

A  government  in  prosecuting  war  mav  also  take  and  appropriate  or  destroy  all 
property  found  in  the  enemy's  country  tnat  may  be  especially  usefhl  to  the  enemy  in 
the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

This  doctrine  is  involved  in 'the  first  proposition ;  but,  nevertheless,  there  may  be 
other  ailicles  than  clothing,  provisions,  and  munitions  of  war  that  may  be  the  sub- 
ject of  seizure  and  destruction.  In  our  civil  war  we  declare,  cotton  to  be  of  that  na- 
ture, and  the  doctrine  of  contraband  of  war  rests  upon  this  proposition.  If  the  propo- 
Bition  he  not  true,  then  nothing  can  be  contrabana  of  war  except  the  munitions  only. 
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TV. 

As  the  acta  eonmeratod  are  among  the  rights  of  belligerents,  there  is  neither  remedy 
nor  redress  by  public  or  mnnicipal  law. 

This  proposition  is  of  conseqaence  in  the  cases  pending  before  as.  The  rale  applies, 
of  course,  to  aliens  who  have  remained  neatral,  and  those  whose  sympathies  are  with 
the  c^Temment  represented  by  the  invading  army,  as  well  as  to  persons  engaged  in 
Actual  hostilities. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  qoote  law  authorities  in  support  of  this  proposition.  The  fact 
that  in  oar  own  case,  in  order  to  provide  a  remedy,  we  have  institated  three  great 
measures  for  the  relief  of  sufferers  by  the  operations  of  onr  armies  in  the  late  civil  war/ 
is  conclusive  that  there  was  no  existing  remedy  for  the  losses  sustained.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Southern  Claims  Comraiaeion  was  created  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating  the 
claims  of  loyal  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Then  there  was  the  British  and  Amer- 
ican Mixed  Claims  Commission,  and  at  last  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commis- 
sions. These  commissions  would  have  been  unnecessary  if  there  had  been  any  remedy 
or  redress  by  municipal  law  or  by  general  public  law.  Therefore,  if  government  is 
not  bound  by  general  public  law,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  there  is  no  such  law,  and  if  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  by  mnnicipal  law  was  not  bound  to  compensate  per- 
sons whose  property  bad  been  taken  by  civil  or  military  authority,  we  are  Justified  in 
advancing  one  step  further. 

V. 

With  stronger  reason  it  is  a  recognized  rule  of  war  that  a  government  is  not  answer- 
able for  losses  incident  to  the  presence  of  the  army,  and  which  arise  from  the  unau 
thorized  acts  of  the  soldiery  or  the  depredations  of  camp  followers. 

Wliat  has  been  true  of  every  invading  army  was  trne  in  an  uunsnal  degree  of  our 
armies  operating  in  the  South  during  the  late  civil  war.  The  movements  of  those 
armies  were  not  only  marked  by  the  presence  of  the  organized  soldiery,  but  were 
amenable  to  the  laws  of  war  and  subject  to  strict  discipline,  and  under  the  eye  of 
commanders,' but  the  armies  were  attended  by  hordes  of  men  called  camp  followers. 
DnriDg  the  progress  of  the  war  there  was  gathered  at  the  headquarters  of  every  army 
operatiDg  in  the  disloyal  States  a  large  number  of  white  men  (refugees)  who  had  been 
loyal  to  the  Constitution,  and  who  were  oi)liged  to  fiee  from  their  homes. 

Next,  the  headquarters  of  every  commander  were  beseiged  by  a  body  of  emanci- 
pated slaves,  who  rushed  to  the  amiv  for  protection,  succor,  and  support. 

While  it  would  be  an  extreme  hardship  probably  upon  any  Government  to  be  com- 
pelled to  contribute  to  the  persons  who  might  suffer  losses  fVom  the  presence  of  an 
snuy,  yet  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  it  would  be  inconceivably  greater  than  in 
the  case  of  any  other  Government  carrying  on  war  in  modem  times.  I  have  no  idea 
that  any  other  armies,  certainly  not  on  the  continent  of  Europe,  if  you  can  believe 
what  history  relates,  have  been  attended  by  such  a  multitude  of  persons  seeking  pro- 
tection and  support  as  attended  the  operations  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States 
dnring  the  late  war  for  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion.  Therefore  we  maintain  that 
nnlein  the  Government  of  the  United  States  has  agreed  to  compensate  those  who  suf- 
fered loss  from  the  presence  of  the  Army,  it  is  not  within  (to  say  nothing  of  equity) 
the  principles  of  justice  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  should  be  called 
npon  to  respond  in  damages. 

The  doctrine  I  now  advance  was  held  by  the  British  and  American  Mixed  Com- 
miadon.  I  refer  to  Hale's  Report.  (Papers  relating  to  the  treaty  of  Washinfi;ton, 
"Tol.  6.)  On  page  44  he  says  in  reference  to  claims  for  property  alleged  to  have  been 
taken  and  appropriated  by  the  United  States  forces  within  the  onemv*s  country,  not 
appearing  to  have  been  takea  under  any  regular  requisition  or  order  for  military  use, 
or  by  command  of  any  anthorized  officer : 

"These  claims  were  numerous  and  of  ^eat  variety  in  regard  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  alleged  taking.  It  is  somewhat  difficult  to  draw  the  precise  line  of  distinction 
oy  which  tne  majority  of  the  Commission  were  guided  in  their  decisions.  It  may 
Perhaps  be  said  generally  that  the  C(»mmission  (Mr.  Commissioner  Frazer  dissenting) 
inade  awards  in  favor  of  the  claimant  whenever  it  appeared  by  satisfactory  evidence 
that  the  property  so  taken  was  a  legitimate  subiect  of  military  use  and  was  actually 
applied  to  military  uses,  even  though  such  application  was  not  made  through  the 
^gnlar  and  ordinary  channels.  On  the  other  hand,  where  the  property  was  in  its 
mature  not  a  proper  subject  of  military  use,  or,  being  such,  was  not  applied  to  mili- 
tary use,  or  where  the  taking  appeared  to  be  mere  acts  of  unauthorized  pillage  or 
^fanding,  the  claims  were  disallowed." 

Then,  on  the  following  pases,  he  cites  several  of  the  cases. 

In  oor  brief  in  the  case  of  Vidal  (page  12)  we  have  made  some  quotations  from 
authorities  more  ancient  than  Hale  in  support  of  the  same  proposition. 

^Qt  I  come  now  to  say  that  the  acts  of  pillaging,  even  though  they  ax«  ^to^«^  \a 
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have  been  committed  by  soldiers  of  the  Axmy,  were  not  only  not  anthorized  by  the 
officers  of  the  Army,  bat  they  were  in  violation  of  general  orders,  and  of  special  or- 
ders, and  of  the  Rales  and  Articles  of  War.  In  our  brief  in  the  Vidal  case  we  have 
cited  the  Rules  and  Articles  of  War ;  and  I  have  also  copies  of  the  special  orders  is«aed 
by  General  Butler  when  he  was  in  command  at  New  Orleans.  His  military  Jorisdic- 
tion  covered  finally  a  large  part  of  the  ground  which  was  the  theatre  of  the  opera- 
tions where  the  losses  occurred  for  which  claims  are  now  made.  His  orders  apply  to 
most  of  the  cases  before  this  Commission.  On  the  Ist  day  pf  May,  18G2,  whicfi  was 
shortly  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans,  and  before  the  troops  actually  entered  the 
city,  he  issued  a  proclamation  announcing  the  surrender  of  the  city  to  the  forces  of 
the  United  States.    In  that  proclamation  ne  said : 

"All  persons  well  disposed  towards  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  who  shall 
renew  their  oath  of  allegiance,  will  receive  the  safeguard  and  protection  iu  their  per- 
sons and  property  of  the  armies  of  the  United  States,  the  violation  of  which  by  any 
person  is  punishable  by  death.  All  foreigners  not  naturalized  and  claiming  allegiance 
to  their  respective  Governments,  and  not  having  made  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  sup- 
posed government  of  the  Confederate  States,  wul  be  protected  in  their  persons  and 
property  as  heretofore  under  the  laws  of  the  Uuited  States." 

A^ain : 

"All  rights  of  property  of  whatever  kind  will  be  held  Inviolate,  subject  only  to  the 
lawsof  the  United  States." 

And  further : 

"  The  armies  of  the  United  States  came  here  not  to  destroy,  but  to  make  good,  to 
restore  order  out  of  chaos,  and  the  government  of  laws  In  the  place  of  the  paasiouc 
of  men.  To  this  end,  therefore,  the  efforts  of  all  well-disposed  persons  are  Invited  tc 
have  every  species  of  disorder  quelled ;  and  if  any  soldier  of  the  United  States  should 
so  far  forget  his  duty  or  his  flag  as  to  commit  any  outrage  upon  any  person  or  prop 
erty,  the  commanding  general  requests  that  his  name  be  instantly  reported  to  i^i 
provost  guard,  so  that  be  may  be  punished  and  his  wrongful  act  redressed.'' 

On  the  same  day,  by  General  Order  No.  15,  he  reci^pitulated  the  doctrines,  and  \x 
says  in  item  3  of  that  order : 

"III.  The  commanders  of  regiments  and  companies  will  be  hold  responsible  for  fh 
strict  execution  of  these  orders,  and  that  the  offenders  are  brought  to  punishment.'^ 

May  27,  1862,  he  says  in  General  Order  No.  32: 
.  "No  officer  or  soldier  is  permitt-ed  to  take  the  property  of  any  citizen,  to  shut  ma 
aii}^  bouse  or  place  of  business  without  a  special  order  from  the  provost  jodge,  p*^ 
vost  marshal,  quartermaster,  military  commandant,  or  from  these  headquarter :■; 
Any  citizen  whose  property  is  taken,  or  annoyed  in  his  property,  or  arrested  by  i^v 
officer  or  soldier  in  contrayention  to  this  order,  will  at  once  report  to  these  he«k 
quarters,  where  he  will  have  redress.  All  taking  of  property  by  officers  or  soldi. ^ 
loT  their  private  use  is  plunder,  and  will  be  punished  as  such." 

By  General  Order  No.  74,  dated  September  19,  18(52,  all  seizures  of  property  by  -fc 
soldiers  were  denounced  in  the  terms  following : 

"I.  It  having  been  made  to  appear  to  the  commanding  general  that  upon  marcels 
and  expeditions  soldiers  of  the  United  States  Army  have  entered  houses  and  talc: 
therefrom  private  propertv  and  appropriated  the  same  to  their  own  use :  It  is  th^^a 
fore  ordered  that  a  copy  of  General  Orders  No.  107,  current  series,  from  the  War  1Z 
partment,  be  distributed  to  every  commissioned  officer  of  the  command,  and  that  t  " 
same  be  read,  together  with  this  order,  to  each  company  in  this  department  tlir~ 
several  times  at  difterent  company  roll-calls. 

"  II.  It  is  fu  ther  ordered  that  all  complaints  that  private  property  has  been  tak^ 
from  peaceable  citizens  in  contravention  of  said  General  Orders  No.  107  besubmitt-^ 
to  a  board  of  survey,  and  that  the  amount  of  damage  determined  shall  be  deduc 
from  the  pay  of  the  officers  commanding  the  troops  committing  the  outrage  in  prop< 
tion  to  their  rank." 

The  general  order  of  the  War  Department  No.  107  contained  the  following  in 
bitions  and  penalties: 

"  The  fifty-second  Article  of  War  authorizes  the  penalty  of  death  for  pillage  or  plur 
dering,  and  other  articles  authorize  severe  punishments  for  any  officer  or  soldier  wtr:^ 
shall  sell,  embezzle,  misapply,  or  waste  military  stores,  or  who  shall  permit  the  wa8'^_ 
or  misapplication  of  any  such  public  property.    The  penalty  is  the  same  whether  il^0 
ofieuse  be  committed  in  our  own  or  in  an  enemy's  territory. 

"All  property,  public  or  private,  taken  from  alleged  enemies  must  be  inventori^* 
and  duly  accounted  for.  If  the  property  taken  be  claimed  as  private,  receipts  mn — ^ 
be  given  to  such  claimants  or  their  agents.  Officers  will  be  held  strictly  accountab^" 
for  all  property  taken  by  them  or  by  their  authority,  and  it  must  be  retarned  for  f^^ 
same  as  any  other  public  property. 

"  Where  foraging  parties  are  sent  out  for  provisions  or  other  stores  the  commai 
ing  officer  of  such  party  will  be  held  accountable  for  the  conduct  of  his  commai 
and  will  make  a  true  copy  of  all  property  taken. 
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'No  officer  or  soldier  will,  withont  authority,  leave  bis  colors  or  ranks  to  take  pri- 
«  property  or  to  enter  a  private  house  for  tnat  purpdse.  All  such  acts  are  punish- 
e  witn  death,  and  an  officer  who  permits  them  is  equally  as  guilty  as  the  actual 
lager. 

'Commanding;  officers  of  armies  and  corps  will  be  held  responsible  for  the  execution 
these  orders  in  their  respective  commands." 

[  submit  these  orders  and  proclamations  of  the  War  Department  and  of  the  mili^ 
7  commander  at  New  Orleans,  and  refer  to  the  fifty-second  article  of  the  Rules  and 
ticles  of  War  for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  you  that  if  an  act  of  pillage  was  com- 
tted,  even  though  it  be  proved  that  it  waH  committed  by  the  soldiers  of  the  United 
ites  Army,  it  was  not  only  not  authorized  by  any  civil  officer  or  by  any  military 
mmander,  but  that  it  was  in  violation  of  the  strictest  orders,  accompanied  by  the 
merest  penalties,  and  issued  from  the  War  Department  and  from  the  military  com- 
loders  in  the  field. 

VI. 

Pawing  from  that  point,  I  have  next  to  say  that  in  modem  times,  by  special  act«  of 

•ncewion  in  the  form  of  statutes  or  by  treaties,  citizens  who  were  faithful  to  the  au- 

tority  of  their  Government,  and  aliens  who  had  maintained  a  strict  neutrality,  have 

ceived  compensation  for  losses  sustained  of  the  character  specified  in  propositions 

ro  and  three.    Those  propositions  cover  property  found  in  the  enemy's  country  that 

ightbe  necessary  for  tne  subsistence  or  defense  of  the  invading  army. 

Property  so  taken  has  been  paid  for  in  certain  cases.    In  some  instances  property 

as  taken  that  might  be  specially  useful  to  the  enemy,  as  cotton,  which  was  seized  by 

IT  troops  during  the  war.    When  cotton  was  so  taken  from  loyal  citizens,  or  from 

lens  who  were  neutral,  it  has  been  compensated  for  through  the  agency  of  the 

Mitbem  Claims  Commission  and  the  British  and  American  Mixed  Claims  Commis- 

OD,  and  now  through  this  Commission. 

But  I  say,  in  reference  to  such  cases,  that  as  there  was  originally  no  legal  obliga- 

on  resting  upon  the  Government  to  make  compensation  to  the  sufierers,  the  terms  of 

le  concession,  whether  found  in  a,  statute  or  a  treaty,  are  to  be  construed  strictly 

^inst  the  beneficiaries  of  the  graut.  > 

At  a  former  session  of  the  Commission  the  counsel  for  the  French  Government  as- 

irted  a  different  view  of  this  proposition,  maintaining  that  the  grant  should  be  con- 

nied  liberally,  or,  as  he  said,  equitably  towards  the  beneficiaries  and  against  the 

ovemment.    In  answer,  I  read  from  Woolsey  on  International  Law  (page  180,  para- 

raplill3): 

"The  laws  of  interpretation  in  the  case  of  treaties  are  substantially  the  same  as  in 

le  case  of  other  contracts.     Some  writers,  as  Grotius  and  Vattel,  go  at  large  into 

lis  subject.    The  following  are  among  the  most  important  of  these  laws  : 

'*Tbe  ordinary  U9ua  loquendi  obtains,  unless  it  involves  an  absurdity.     When  words 

r  art  are  used,  the  special  meaing  which  they  have  in  the  given  ait  is  to  determine 

leir  sense. 

"If  two  meanings  are  admissible,  that  is  to  be  preferred  which  is  least  for  the 
dvantage  of  the  party  for  whose  benefit  a  clause  is  inserted. 

"For,  in  securing  a'benefit,  he  ought  to  express  himself  clearly.  The  sense  which 
be  accepter  of  conditions  attaches  to  them  ought  rather  to  be  followed  than  that  of 
he  offered." 

This  rule  is  distinguishable  from  another  rule  of  interpretation  where  odious 
1*0868  are  introduced  into  a  treaty,  as,  for  instance,  that  hostages  shall  be  given, 
^d  thai  they  may  be  retained  a  certain  period  of  time.  If,  in  such  a  case,  there 
rere  any  doubt  as  to  the  number  of  hostages,  or  as  to  the  period  of  time  during 
^hicb  they  should  be  retained,  then  the  nature  of  the  provision  being  odious  to 
iwnan  liberty,  it  is  to  be  construed  against  the  Government  exacting  the  penalty. 

That  is  t^  say,  if  from  the  language  of  the  treaty  th^re  be  a  doubt  as  to  whether 
be  hostages  are  to  be  retained  for  six  months  or  for  Ave  months,  then  the  proper  in- 
^'Pretation  of  the  treaty  is  five  months,  nndoubtedly.  But  the  case  before  us  is  not 
II  that  nature.  Considering  the  liability  of  the  United  States  to  answer  to  claims 
J*fle  by  citizens  of  France,  and  considering  the  liability  of  France  to  answer  to 
'^irnsi'nade  by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  it  is  clear  that  nothing  can  be  exacted 
J  either  Government,  unless  the  liability  is  stipulated  in  the  treaty,  and  iu  terms 

•Sl  *™  ^'^^'^  ^^  *°y  reasonable  doubt. 

^e  grant  is  a  concession  which,  except  for  the  treaty,  would  not  exist  at  all,  and 

'^xtent  of  the  concession  must  be  made  to  appear. 

•Hie  principle  as  laid  down  by  President  Woolsey,  and  conformable,  as  I  think,  to 

'{eral  practice  and  to  the  reason  of  the  case,  is  that  if  a  citizen  of  the  United  States, 

^ing  through  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  is  to  receive  indemnity  from 

*^  treasury  of  France,  the  nature  aud  extent  of  that  indemnity,  and  the  precise 

tog  of  the  obligation  resting  upon  Fra9ce,  should  be  clearly  set  forth  in  the  treaty, 

^  in  so  far  as  they  are  not  clearly  set  forth,  the  Government  of  France  is  not  bound. 


I 


238  FRENCH   AND   AMEBIC  AN  CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

That  proposition  is  of  oourse  applioable^oon Tersely  to  those  claims  that  are  adyaiu 
agaiDst  the  Qovernment  of  the  Uuited  States  by  citizens  of  France. 

The  mle  in  reffard  to  tax  acts  and  the  mle  in  regard  t>o  the  administration  of  I 
criminal  .law  is  the  true  rale  in  questions  of  Jurisdiction.  In  all  controversies  wb 
there  is  a  reasonable  doubt  as  to  Jurisdiction,  whether  of  the  person  or  of  the  ca 
that  doubt  is  to  be  given  in  favor  of  the  party  that,  if  the  case  were  otherwise,  woi 
be  subject  to  the  duty  of  making  compensation. 

VII. 

By  the  treaty  of  January  15,  1880,  the  Oovernment  of  France  is  bonnd  to  conipi 
sate  citizens  of  the  Uuited  States  for  losses  of  a  specified  character  sustained^by  sv 
citizens,  and  ^'arising  out  of  acts  committed  by  tne  French  civil  or  military  anthc 
ties  at  the  times  and  under  the  conditions  mentioned ;  and  the  corresponding  oblij 
tion  of  the  United  States  is  to  compensate  citizens  of  France  for  losses  of  a  specie 
character  sustained  by  such  citizens  and  arising  out  of  acts  committed  *  •  • 
the  civil  or  military  authorities  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  upon  the  hi 
seas,  or  within  the  territorial  juriadiction  of  the  United  States/*  and  within  the  time  nan 
in  the  treaty. 

I'subuiit  with  great  confidence  that  it  is  not  within  the  legal  capacity  of  thiR  Co 
mission  to  enlarge  that  authority  in  the  least.  The  lauguage  is  clear ;  it  is  explic 
there  is  no  ambiguity  in  it;  and  if  there  were  ambiguity  or  doubt,  that  ambiguity 
doubt  must  be  so  solved,  under  the  authority  of  President  Woolsley,  as  to  relieve  i 
Government,  which  otherwise  would  have  been  charged.  This  is  the  extent  of  t 
obligation  resting  upon  France.  The  corresponding  obligation  of  the  United  Sta 
is  to  compensate  citizens  of  France  for  losses  of  a  specified  chacacter  sustained 
such  citizens,  and  aiising  out  of  acts  committed  by  the  civil  or  military  authorit 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  t 
United  States  and  within  the  time  named  in  the  treaty. 

It  is  to  be  observed  that  in  thiH  firat  article  of  the  treaty  is  the  phrase  *'territor 
jurisdiction."  The  word  **  territorial"  was  introduced  undoubtedly  for  some  purpo 
If  the  phnise  had  been,  as  it  might  have  been,  '^  within  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Unit 
States,"  there  would  then  have  been  a  donbt  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  single  wo 
"Jurisdiction." 

It  has  been  asserted  or  recognized  by  the  Supreme  Court  oC  the  United  States, 
the  executive  department  of  the  United  States,  and  by  the  legislative  departme 
of  the  Uuited  Statin,  that  while  we  maintain  from  the  first  our  legal  jurisdiction  o^ 
all  the  territory  that  had  been  within  the  recognized  limits  of  the  United  States,  ^ 
also  admitted  that  during  the  war  our  actual  territorial  jurisdiction  was  limited 
the  line  of  our  bayonets.  The  Supreme  Court  in  the  prize  case^  said  (2  Black,  p.  6^ 
4MilkT,  87ti): 

'Mt  is  no  loose,  unorganized  insurrection,  havinguo  defined  boundary  or  possessic 
It  has  a  boundary  marked  by  lines  of  bayonets,  ami  which  can  be  crossed  only 
force.     South  of  this  line  is  enemies'  territory,  because  it  is  clakued  and  held  in  5* 
session  by  an  organized  hostile  aud  belligerent  power."    (2  Black,  674.) 

By  the  declarations  and  acts  of  the  Confederate  authorities  the  United  St<ates  x 
di8{)osHe8sed  of  a  portion  of  territory  to  which  its  lawful  jurisdiction  extended. 

For  the  ordinary  a  d  peaceful  purposes^ of  government  that  territory'  hadceasoc 
be  of  the  territory  of  the  United  States.'  As  a  theater  of  war,  and  until  a  regu 
and  peaceful  administration  of  law,  either  civil  or  military,  was  established^  ' 
Government  of  the  Uuited  States  was  in  no  proper  sense  responsible  for  wliatoccmr 
in  violation  of  human  rights,  whether  of  property  or  of  person. 

When  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  was  re* established  over  the  rebel li4 
districts  aud  States,  and  tribunals  for  the  due  administration  of  law  had  been  iui 
tuted  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  then,  but  not  until  then,  did  1 
Uuited  States  become  responsible  as  the  protector  of  person  and  property. 

On  the  theater  of  war  flagrant,  neither  the  contending  armies  nor  the  Governuaei 
that  they  represent  can  be  held  responsible  for  the  losses  and  injuries  that  fall  up 
private  persons. 

In  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Rice,  reported  in  4  Whoaton,  246,  the  Suprei 
Court  admit  and  assert  the  loss  of  territory  and  of  territorial  jurisdiction.  A  porti< 
of  the  State  of  Maine,  including  the  town  and  port  of  Castine,  was  conquered  a»« 
for  a  time  was  held  by  the  force  of  Great  Britain. 

Upon  the  recovery  of  the  territory  the  revenue  officers  demand^  the  payment  I 
Rice  of  duties  upon  goods  imported  into  Castine  during  its  occupation  by  Grei 
Britain. 

The  court  denied  the  validity  of  the  claim,  and  said:  *'  Castine  was,  therefore,  dut 

ing  this  period,  so  far  a«  respected  our  revenue  laws,  to  be  deemed  a  foreign  port; 

and  goods  imported  into  it  by  the  inhabitants  were  subject  to  such  duties  only  as  the 

British  Government  chose  to  require.     Such  goods  were  in  no  correct  sense  imported 

into  the  United  States." 
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VIII. 

WhAnever  it  u  alleged  in  a  memorial  that  the  property  for  which  compeuaatioD  is 
laimed  was  taken  or  destroyed  within  the  States  or  parts  of  States  declared  to  be  in 
Morrection  by  the  proclamation  of  President  Lincoln  of  August  16,  1861  (U.  '8. 
tot,  vol.  12,  p.  262),  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  claimant  to  show  llhat  the 
loperty  so  taken  or  destroyed  was  at  a  place  which  had  been  recovered  from  the  pos-. 
Biuon  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  and  that  it  was  then  within  the  territo* 
ial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

The  twelfth  artisle  of  the  treaty  of  Washington  (Hale's  Report,  p.  415),  under 
rhich  the  British  and  American  Mixed  Claims  Commission  was  constituted,  does  not 
ontain  any  language,  as  far  as  I  observe,  that  is  equivalent  in  its  restrictive  char> 
icter  to  the  phrase  **  territorial  jurisdistiou,''  whish  is  found  in  the  treaty  with  ITrance. 
ht  notwithstanding  the  absence  of  that  lin^itation,  the  Commission  gave  that  inter- 
iietation  to  the  British  treaty  for  which  I  now  contend.  The  action  of  the  commis- 
lionersis  reported  by  Hale  (pages  52, 53,  and  54).  The  practical  result  was  (p.  54) 
;hat  all  the  claims  for  cotton  destroyed  in  the  enemy's  country,  with  the  single  excep- 
;ion  of  that  of  A.  R.  McDonald,  No.  42,  were  disallowed  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
iliommiasion.  The  question  was  discussed,  and  numerous  authorities  were  cited,  and 
lotwithstanding  the  power  of  the  Commission  was  not  limited  to  the  extent  that  the 
powers  of  this  Commission  are  limited,  the  result  was  such  as  I  now  invoke  at  your 
bandd. 

Mr.  Lincoln,  by  bis  proclamation  of  August  16, 1861,  declared  *'  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Florida  (except  the  inhabitants  of  that  part  of  the 
State  of  Virginia  west  of  the  Alleghany  Mountains,  and  of  such  other  parts  of  that 
State  and  the  other  States  hereinbefore  named  as  may  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to 
the  Union  and  the  Constitution,  or  may  be  from  time  to  time  occupied  and  controlled 
by  forces  of  the  United  States  enga^^ed  in  the  dispersion  of  said  insurgents)  are  iu  a 
lUteof  insurrection  against  the  United  States,  and  that  all  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  same  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the  exception  aforesaid,  and  the 
Bltizens  of  other  States  and  other  parts  of  the  United  States  is  unlawful,  and  will  re- 
main unlawful  until  such  insurrection  shall  cease  or  has  been  suppressed. '^ 

As  early  as  the  I3th  day  of  May,  1861,  the  Govenmiont  of  Great  Britain,  by  procla- 
Qiation,  recogriized  the  belligerent  character  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States.  By 
that  act  Great  Britain  accepted  the  facts  which  were  afterwards  set  forth  in  Mr.  Lin- 
coln's proclamation,  that  the  territory  which  was  then  inimical,  and  for  the  time  was 
iinder  the  control  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  Government,  was  not  then  within 
khe  territorial  juribdict ion  ot  the  United  States. 

The  proclamation  by  Great  Britain  was  followed  Juno  10,  1861,  by  a  proclamation 
i>f  the  Emperor  of  France,  in  which  he  enjoined  upon  the  citizens  and  subjects  of  that 
eoontry  strict  neutrality  between  the  Government  of  the  Uniteil  States  and  the  gov- 
srnment  of  the  ho  called  Confederate  States.  I  refer  to  these  three  authorities — the 
proclamation  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  proclamation  of  the  Goveru- 
•Jient  of  Great  Britain,  and  the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  of  France — for  the  pnr- 
poseof  satisfying  your  minds  that  at  that  time  the  States  and  parts  of  States  named 
^ere  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  To  be  sure  they 
^ere  within  the  legal  jurisdiction  of  tho  United  States,  and  therefore  the  Supremo 
Court  said  that  the  inhabitants  of  thope  districts  were  at  the  same  time  citizens  and 
•pemies.  They  could  be  pursued  as  enemies,  and  they'  could  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Civil  law  as  citizens.  But  the  condition  of  war  was  recognized,  and  territorial  juris- 
Jiction  was,  by  the  proclamation  of  the  PrcBident,  absolntely  abandoned,  arid  except 
wrthe  loss  of  territorial  jurisiliction  by  tho  United  States  the  recoguition  of  belliger- 
ent rights  in  the  so-called  Confederate  States  by  Great  Britain  in  May,  1861,  and  by 
*rance  in  the  month  of  June  following,  would  have  been  oftensos  of  the  gravest  na- 
nonal  character. 

1  refer  again  to  the  prize  cases,  as  they  arc  called,  reported  in  2  Black,  p.  635,  where 
|be  doctrine  is  fully  sot  forth  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  rebellious  districts  were  at 
*«*8dnie  time  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  enemies  thereof. 

IX. 

Pf  property  taken  within  the  ierritarial  juriadiciion  of  the  United  States  it  is  to  be 

,  (1)  That  no  presumption  arises  that  a  person  in  the  military  service  of  the  United 
'^^teg  is  thereby  authori^.ed  to  do  an  act  that  is  injurious  to  another,  unless  such  an 
l^tlsdone  in  the  actual  conflict  of  arms.  Hence  if  an^*  property  was  taken  by  sol- 
diers the  presumption  does  not  arise  that  they  had  authority  for  the  act.  If  they  had 
'^thority  it  mnst  be  set  forth  and  it  must  be  proved. 
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(2)  Proof  that  property  taken  or  destroyed  within  the  territorial  juriBdiction  of  the 
United  States  was  taken  by  the  military  authorities  must  be  made  by  evidence  that 
an  officer  duly  authorized  thereto,  issued  an  order,  geperal  or  special/  therefor,  or  by 
evidence  that  the  property  so  taken  was  essential  to  the  subsistence  or  safety  of  the 
Army,  and  that  it  was  so  used  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  commanding 
officer  present  at  the  place  of  use. 

By  that  I  mean  to  say  that  if  property  was  taken,  even  though  the  party  claiming 
compensation  therefor  should  not  be  able  to  show  that  an  order  was  actually  issaeo, 
yet  if  that  property  was  of  such  a  sort  that  it  was  useful  to  the  Army,  and  was  so 
used,  and  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  officer  in  command,  then  suoji  use 
with  such  knowledge  and  consent  may  very  fairly  be  construed  as  the  equivalent  of 
an  orig[inal  order  for  the  taking.  This  is  a  liberal  view  of  the  rights  of  claimants  be- 
fore this  Commission. 

(3)  Or  it  must  appear  that  the  property  taken  was  taken  in  furtherance  of  a  duly 
authorized  public  policy,  and  by  a  duly  qualified  agent  of  the  Government,  as  in  the 
case  of  cotton,  when  the  captors  were  acting  under  the  orders  of  a  military  commander, 
or  of  the  President  or  by  virtue  of  a  permit  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  If  a 
claim  is  made  for  cotton,  for  example,  it  must  be  shown  that  it  was  taken  by  a  duly 
qualified  agent  of  the  Governmenl. 

Finally,  Mr.  President  and  gentlemen  of  the  Commission,  with  these  observations 
I  invite  your  concurrence  to  two  propositions,  and,  submitting  them,  I  leave  the  sub- 
ject : 

1.  The 'Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  losses  arising  from  depre- 
dations committed  in  places  where  the  armies  were  present,  whether  such  depreda- 
tions were  by  the  soldiery  or  by  camp-followers,  inasmuch  as  the  acts  were  not  only 
without  authority,  either  civil  or  military,  but  were  in  violation  of  the  rules  and 
articles  of  war  and  of  the  orders  of  the  military  commanders. 

2.  The  Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  liable  for  a  loss  of  property,  if  the 
property  at  the  time  the  loss  occurred  was  not  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States. 
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Anna  Vidal 

V.  >  No.  24. 

The  United  States. 

PlERtlE  PeTRKQUIN 

r.  >  No.  38. 

The  United  States. 
Baptiste  Lauga 

V,  >  No.  39. 

1*HE  United  States. 
Jean  Oden  d*Hal 

V.  ^  No.  100. 

The  United  States. 

closing  argument  by  counsel  for  the  french  republic. 

Mr.  President  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Commission: 

I  did  not  hear,  as  you  know  (and  I  am  sorry  for  it),  the  argument  of  the  United 
States,  but  I  read  it  Very  carefully,  and  I  consider  it  a  very  good  argument,  at  least 
for  certain  purposes ;  a  good  argamout  which  covers  the  action  of  marauders  and 
pillagers,  and  shows  that  they  can  ply  their  vocation  without  paying  the  damages ; 
it  covers  also  the  action  of  a  government  that  can  destroy  and  appropriate  property. 
This  is  a  kind  of  haud-book  which  supplies  them  with  plausible  Hrgumeuts  not  to  pay 
for  losses  or  wrongful  appropriation  of  private  property. 

I  believe  there  was  }»ubli8hed  in  some  remote  corner  of  Paris,  of  the  seventeenth 
century,  a  little  book  called  The  Haud-book  for  Assassins.  It  was  charged  that  it 
was  written  with  a  view  to  protect  murderers  against  the  penalties  of  the  law.  The 
argument  for  the  United  States  would  seem  to  bo  conceived  for  somewhat  similar  pur- 
pos«>H.  It  says  there  is  no  responsibility  in  any  case,  and  therefore  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  has  nothing  to  pay  for.  That  is  about  its  substance,  as  I  under- 
stand it.  For  instance,  singling  out  one  point  among  others,  the  counsel  for  the 
United  States  says  that  if  an  oflicer,  a  commanding  ofScer,  has  Issued  an  order  that 
no  pillage  shall  take  place,  the  parties  who  have  suffered  by  non-compliance  with 
said  order,  and  who  come  here  praying  for  an  award  for  damages,  have  no  right  to 
iin  award,  for  the  reason  that,  according  to  the  views  of  the  counsel  for  the  United 
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8t«te9,  the  commandiDg  officeni  issued  orders  forbidding  acta  of  pillage.  Now,  I  ask 
him  this  qaestion:  The  window  of  the  npper  story  or  a  house  known  to  be  out  of 
order  falls  down  into  the  street.  It  kills  a  woman  in  falling  down.  Can  the  owner 
of  the  premises  plead  that  he  had  given  an  order  to  the  servants  to  repair  the  win- 
dow f  Is  this  a  plea  in  defense?  1  would  like  to  know  if  this  defense  would  be  valid 
before  any  court.  Under  the  civil  code  of  France,  and  under  the  code  of  Louisiana, 
aa  well  as  under  the  common  law,  you  will  find  that  the  owner  is  responsible  for  the 
doings  of  his  employes,  and  that  the  liability  exists  notwithstanding  any  orders  he 
may  nave  given  them  to  do  or  not  to  do  a  certain  thing. 

In  respect  to  the  United  States,  their  responsibility  does  not  depend  upon  the  fact 
that  certain  orders  have  been  given ;  whatever  they  may  be,  the  liability  is  the  same ; 
the  damage  has  been  inflicted  ;  an  officer  has  directed  his  soldiers  not  to  commit  acts 
of  pillage  or  plunder;  and  these  orders  notwithstanding,  acts  of  pillage  are  commit- 
ted. The  fact  that  pillage  has  been  committed  shows  there  has  been  a  lack  of  disci- 
pline, and  it  establiMhes  the  right  to  present  a  claim  for  damages.  As  soon  as  a  man 
appears  with  the  uniform  of  the  United  States  Army,  as  in  the  cases  at  bar,  that  man 
is  presumsd  to  be  duly  authorized  to  perform  the  act,  and  if  not  authorized,  the  offi- 
eer  cannot  plead  that  his  orders  were  not  complied  with. 

Now  I  come  to  the  second  branch  of  the  question.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  words, 
"  territorial  Jurisdiction,''  and  of  the  word  **  territory"  (territoire  iu  the  French  text), 
la  mv  judgment  (and  I  am  going  to  show  it.,  I  hope,  conclusively)  the  words  **  terri- 
torial jurisdiction,''  as  employed  in  the  language  of  international  law,  has  a  broader 
sense  than  the  word  '*  territory."  One  extends  to  wherever  the  flag  of  the  country  is 
flown     The  other  is  limited  to  the  terra  ^rma,  to  the  colonies,  to  the  dependencies. 

In  the  extradition  treaties  is  found  an  illustration  and  a  demonstration  of  the  views 
which  I  have  juet  stated. 

I  take,  for  instance,  the  treaty  of  extradition  between  the  United  States  and  France 
of  1843.    I  read  from  the  tirst  article : 

'*  It  is  agreed  that  the  high  contracting  parties  shall,  on  requisition  made  in  their 
name,  through  the  medium  of  their  respective  diplomatic  agente,  deliver  up  to  jus- 
tice persons  who,  being  accused  of  the  crimes  enumerated  in  the  next  following  article, 
committed  within  the  juri>diction  of  the  requiring  party,  shall  seek  an  asylum,  or 
ihall  be  found  within  the  territories  of  the  other." 

In  one  case  the  word  used  is  **  Jurisdiction,"  in  the  other  '^  territories."  In  the  case 
of  the  party  upon  whom  the  rec|uisition  is  made,  and  that  has  bound  itself  to  deliver 
np  the  prisoner,  the  word  **  territories"  is  used.  In  the  case  of  the  party  making  the 
reqaisition,  the  word  ** jurisdiction"  is  inserted.*  This  distinction  is  not  confined  to 
this  treaty ;  but  on  comparing  it  with  five  or  six  others,  it  will  be  found  that  these 
words  are  always  used  in  the  same  way  and  with  the  same  meaning. 

I  endeavored  to  ascertain  how  to  account  for  the  use  of  these  different  words,  and  I 
diwovered  that  the  reason  is  this:  For  instance,  a  crime  is  committed  in  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  France ;  in  this  case  the  word  *' jurisdiction"  is  not  limited  to  the  actual  ter- 
ritory of  France  ;  it  means  the  adjticent  waters  also;  it  means  the  public  vessels  of 
France  navigating  throughout  the  world ;  therefore  the  word  ''  territory  "  might  not 
€OTer  the  ground,  literally  speaking,  and  the  word  iurisdiction  was  substituted. 

Thesoverei^  against  whom  the  extradition  is  askedusually  confines  himself  to  the 
<ielivery  of  pnsoners  found  witjiin  his  own  actual  territory.  It  has  been  held  that  am 
Arrest  made  outside  the  harbor  of  New  York,  for  instance,  would  be  held  to  be  un- 
lawfully made,  because  made  outside  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

This  might  also  be  the  case  with  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  for  instance,  which  is  a  sort  of 
•ore  claMaiR,  as  everybody  knows,  and  it  might,  be  that  the  arrest  of  a  person  who 
was  indicted  for  murder  in  France  could  not  ue  made  there  because  it  is  within  the 
"jarisdiction,"  but  not  within  the  territory,  of  the  United  States. 

Iconld  go  on  and  illustrate  this  proposition  in  many  other  ways,  but  I  will  confine 
injBelf  to  the  following  quotation  from  Chancellor  Kent,  defining  **  territorial  juria- 
<iietion."    He  says: 

"Acoording  to  the  current  of  modem  authority  the  general  territorial  jurisdiotiom 
extends  into  the  seas  far  as  cannon  shot  will  reach,  and  no  farther."- 

That  is  what  the  commentator  calls  **  territorial  jurisdiction."  And  now  I  trust  that 
we  can  understand  and  construe  according  to  their  true  meaning  the  provisions  of  Ar- 
ticle I  of  the  treaty. 

The  first  part  of  the  treaty  which  relates  to  France  reads  as  follows :  ''All  claims  on 

tbe  part  or  corporations,  companies,  or  private  individuals,  citizens  of  the  United 

States,  npon  the  Government  of  France,  arising  out  of  acts  committed  against  the 

penons  or  property  of  citizens  of  the  United  S^tes  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies 

of  France,  or  volnntarily  giving  aid  and  comfort  to  the  same,  by  the  French  civil  or 

military  anthorities,  npon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  territory  of  France,  its  colonies 

and  dependencies,  during  the  late  war  between  France  and  Mexico,  or  during  the  war 

of  1870-^t  between  France  and  Qermauy,  and  the  subsequent  distutbttufie  Voo^u  «a 

the  'Insarrection  of  the  Commune.'" 

H.  Ex.  2^ 16 
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Here  I  panse  for  a  moment.  What  was  the  reasou  tbat  led  to  the  iutrodnctic 
this  BeDtence  into  this  article  of  the  treaty  f  If  the  words  *'  territorial  jnrisdioti 
had  been  ased,  doubts  could  have  arisen  about  liabilities  arising  out  of  certain 
«omiAitted  in  Mexico.  It  could  have  been  said  that  at  times  parts  of  that  tern 
had  been  under  the  Hctnal  control  of  France,  and  in  order  to  avoid  a  possible  mist 
•tmction  or  even  a  shadow  of  doubt  the  framem  of  the  convention  agreed  to  dc 
the  limits  of  French  territory  within  which  claims  intended  to  be  settled  might  l 
arisen.  The  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  was  limited  to  the  territory  oi  F^ 
its  colonies  and  dependi^ncies,  and  nothiufir  was  said  about  territorial  jnrisdictioi 

Now,  this  was  accepted  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Why  it  was 
cepted  is  no  matter  for  inquiry  by  this  Commission.  The  w6rds  used  by  the  trei 
making  power  control  the  decisions  to  be  rendered  by  this  Commission. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  the  question  of  limiting  the  responsibility  of  the  Uni 
States  came  up,  another  expression  was  substituted  therefor,  to  wil,  the  wc 
''within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, ''  meaning  that  wbenevc 
claim  had  arisen  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  it  shonld 
competent  for  the  Commission  to  be  organized  thereafter  to  examine  that  elaim  i 
to  pass  upon  it. 

I  will  illustrate  this  again  by  the  words  '*  the  civil  disturbance  known  as  the  ' 
snrrection  of  the  Commune.'  " 

Nobody  has  evt* r  doubted  that  Paris  was  always  under  the  iurisdiction  of  Fraz 
although  it  was  not  always  under  French  control.  During  the  occupation  of  P 
by  the  Commune,  the  exercise  of  the  sovereign  power  of  Franco  had  been  la 
mpted ;  nevertheless  it  was  admitted  in  the  convention  that  claims  might  ansa 
Paris,  for  it  was  part  of  the  territory  of  France.  Now,  by  way  of  reciprocityi^ 
words  ''territorial  jurisdiction"  were  intended  tamean  the  same  thing,  except 
they  were  more  extended. 

The  question  of  actual  exercise  of  jurisdiction  inside  the  limits  of  the  United  S^ 
has  never  been  contemplated  by  the  framers  of  this  convention,  and  I  say  tha% 
text  as  drawn  shows  this  conclusively. 

But  even  were  the  United  States  entitled  here  to  the  benefit  of  doubt,  theconsti 
tion  of  this  article  should  be  taken  from  the  French  text,  where  the  ]Preneh  w< 
"  territoire ''  is  constantly  used. 

Now,  as  to  the  question  of  actual  occupation  in  the  South  and  to  that  of  actual  Jor 
diction. 

Let  me  merely  remark  that  the  word  jurisdiction,  as  it  is  used  by  my  friend  Go 
emor  Boutwell,  is  taken  from  the  language  of  constitutional  law,  not  from  that 
international  law,  and  I  venture  to  say  when  it  is  used  by  constitutional  law  irrite 
or  by  authorities  on  constitutional  questions,  it  has  an  entirely  different  meaningfro 
the  words  "territorial  jurisdiction,"  of  such  frequent  use  in  international  law. 

And  right  here  I  think  I  can  point  out  to  the  counsel  for  the  United  State!  tl 
canse  of  what  I  will  take  the  liberty  to  call  his  mistake;  he  is  misled  by  the  constit 
tional  meaning  of  the  word  "jurisdiction''  and  he  overlooks  ite  meaning  so  far  asi 
ternational  law  is  concerned. 

My  friend  says  that  there  was  no  exercise  of  jurisdiction  in  the  South.  Exercise 
what  jurisdiction?    Of  course  that  of  the  constitutional  Government. 

Such  is  the  meaning  of  "jurisdiction  "  as  used  by  the  expounders  of  constitution 
doctrines. 

And  in  support  of  this,  I  will  quote  an  authority  which  my  friend  on  the  other  si 
will  not  deny.     It  is  taken  from  a  speech  entitled  "The  Rights  of  the  Rebel  Statei 
.  It  was  delivered  in  Congress  by  Governor  Boutwell  himself. 

"  Nor  do  I  admit  that  the  people  in  the  rebellious  States  are  aliens.  They  are  i 
of  any  other  country,  they  are  not  of  any  other  legal  {urisdiction,  but  they  are  witl 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Union.  Three  years  ago,  as  all  admit,  they  were  a  portion 
the  Union,  and,  although  they  have  been  carrying  on  a  war,  that  war  has  not  Ht 
far  been  successful;  their  independence  has  not  been  acknowledged  by  us,  nerl 
it  been  recognized  by  any  other  nation.  They,  therefore,  are  not  aliens.  They  » 
to  be  sure,  public  enemies,  but  they  are  not  alien  enemies.'' 

And  further  on — 

"  What  then  remains  I  Unquestionably  it  remains  true  that  the  Government  of  i 
United  States  has  legal  jurisdiction  over  this  territory  and  over  the  people  who  < 
cnpy  it."    (Speeches  relating  to  the  Rebellion,  by  George  S.  Boutwell,  pp.  312,  3lJ 

Mr.  Boutwell. 

Mr.  Dk  Chambrun.  I  am  sorry  that  so  distinguished  a  lawyer  as  my  friend  on  tl 
other  side  should  have  so  given  away  his  case.  It  is  the  absolute  right  of  sovereign' 
that  yon  claim  in  this  speech.  You  ntver  spoke  of  legal  jurisdiction  as  yon  H»^ 
dono  in  the  argument  which  I  am  answering.  When  on  the  floor  of  Congress  yo 
never  admitted  for  one  moment  (I  know  your  record  quite  well,  and  it  is  a  good  om 
that  the  seceded  States  were  out  of  the  Union,  and  consequently  outside  theterr 
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toiul  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  According  to  your  own  views  it  remained 
Qoimpaired. 

The  GoYernment  of  the  United  States  never  failed  to  assert  their  legal  jurisdiction 
oyer  the  whole  extent  of  their  territorial  Jurisdiction ;  thus,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  legislated  for  the  South.  It  ipiposed  taxes  oo  the  South,  and  it  passed  an  act 
directing  that  the  interest  of  back  taxes  should  be  added  to  the  unpaid  principal. 
This  Government  has  Justly  asserted  and  maintained  its  Jurisdiction,  and  since  its 
eoQosel  admits  that  the  legal  jurisdiction  has  never  ceased>  a  fortiori  the  territorial 
jarisdictlon  has  never  been  affected.  In  regard  to  this  latter,  nothing  short  of  the 
recognition  of  the  independence  of  the  rebellious  States,  both  by  this  Government  and 
by  foreign  nations,  could  take  away  one  inch  of  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

My  friend  on  the  other  side  stated  that  in  the  first  part  bf  Article- 1,  of  the  conven- 
tion of  Jannary  15, 1880,  the  **  insurrection  of  the  Commnne  "  was  spoken  of.  Did  he 
mean  that  an  act  of  the  'insurrection  of  the  Commnne"  must  be  compensated  for  by 
the  Government  of  France  T  That  would  be  a  strange  misconstruction  of  this  provis- 
ion inserted  in  this  article.  It  means  that  during  the  existence  of  the  Commune 
claims  mi|i(ht  have  arisen  against  the  Government  of  France,  but  it  does  not  mean 
that  the  acts  of  the'insurgent  organization  come  within  the  Jurisdiction  of*  thisCom- 
niesion  and  ihat  awards  can  be  made  here  on  account  of  damages  by  that  so-called 
Coyerument. 

And  now,  in  conclusion,  I  submit — 

1.  That  the  words  '* Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States''  are  broader  than  the  word 
"territory." 

2.  That  the  convention  excludes  the  damages  committed  by  rebel  authorities,  but 
it  admits  all  claims  for  injuries  to  persons  and  property  when  said  acts  have  been 
conmitted  by  civil  or  military  anthorities  of  tlie  United  States. 

3.  The  claimant  must  not  have  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
States. 

4.  No  losses  for  slaves  were  to  be  entertained  before  this  Commission.  In  exchange 
for theae  limitations  others  were  inserted  in  regard  to  claims  against  France;  no 
need  to  stat^  them  again.    I  tmst  that  I  have  said  enough  on  this  point. 

Now,  let  me  add  one  more  remark.  In  the  course  of  the  argument  in  the  case  of  P. 
8.  Wiltz,  administrator,  I  remarked  that  technicalities  kill  law.  To-day  this  remark 
vould  be  eqnally  true.  Is  it  meant  to  construe  the  treaty  so  as  to  exclude  the  greater 
majority  of  the  claims  t    If  so,  I  say  aeain  that  technicalities  kill  the  law. 

When  speaking  of  the  qnestion  of  the  rights  of  the  administrators,  I  said  that  if 
theyiews  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  wore  to  prevail  the  high  contracting 
ptttieaiAould  be  led  to  review  the  action  of  the  Commission.  To-day  I  again  warn 
the  coQDBel  for  the  United  States.  If  his  ideas  were  adopted,  if  his  principles  about 
vhat  he  terms  territorial  jurisdiction  were  to  be  sanctioned  by  the  Commission,  it 
voold  be  incumbent  alone  on  the  high  contracting  parties  to  consider  Join tlv  the 
Batter. 

CHARLES  ADOLPHE  DB  CHAMBRUN, 

Counsel  for  the  French  Fepuhlic: 
Washington,  March  23,  1882. 
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r.  >No8.  24,  38, 39. 

The  United  States. 
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Joseph  Choureau 
^BK  United  States 
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argument  of  counsel  for  the  FRENCH  REPUBUC. 

^'  President  and  Gentlemen  of  the  Commission  : 

I  believe  that  the  order  just  rendered  by  the  Commission,  in  which  it  is  held  that 

Jo  general  and  abstract  discussion  will  he  allowed,  does  not  affect  the  motion  which  I 

[    We  prepared,  since  the  motion  refers  to  certain  individual  cases,  and  is  made  in  the 

[•  J'aimsof  Anna  Vidal  t?.  The  United  States,  No.  24;  Pierre  Petrequin  r.  The  United 

"tares,  No.  3^5,  and  Baptiste  Lauga  t>.  The  United  States,  No.  39;  therefore  I  will 

P^ecd  to  read  it — 

'*The  counsel  of  the  l^euch  Republic  moves  this  honorable  Commission  to  adopt 
*ke  folio w  ing  order : 
"Whereas  tl^e  counsel  of  the  United  States  has  submitted  to  t\i\% \io\ioTt)\A^  ^<^\w- 
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miaaioD,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  a  certain  conatmction  of  the  wordc  '  t 
tory '  and  '  territorial  jariadiction/  used  in  Article  I  of  the  convention  of  Jam 
15, 18bO,  between  France  and  the  United  States ; 

''And  whereas  the  connsel  for  the  French  Republic  has  opposed  said  intended 
strnction  as  contrary  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  tne  conyentiou  of  Jam 
15,  1880,  aud  on  the  gro^i^^s  ^^^^  it  limits  the  jurisdiction  granted  to  this  Com 
sion  ;  and  also  on  the  further  ground  that  the  word  '  territorial  Jurisdiction  of 
United  States'  are  construed  as  conflicting  with  the  word  'terntoire'  used  in 
French  text  of  the  convention  ; 

''It  is  ordered,  that  the  whole  question  thus  raised  by  the  counsel  for  the  Uni 
States  be  referred  to  the  high  contracting  parties  for  the  determiDation  of  the  ia 
thus  presented;  and  that  until  their  dectsion  has  beeu  received  by  this  Commiss 
no  case  in  which  the  construction  of  the  words  thus  used  in  the  treaty  is  neceai 
to  its  determination  shall  be  considered  and  adjudicafed  by  this  Commission. 

"CHARLES  ADOLPHE  DS  CHAMBRUN, 

**Coufi8elfor  the  French  Bepuhli 
"A.  PORTER  MORSE,  Asiistant  Counsel. 

''Washington,  March  U4,  1882." 

This  motion  is  made  iu  three  of  the  cases,  to  which  the  argument  on  behalf  of 
United  States  was  partly  meant  to  apply.  It  is  true  that  Governor  Boutwell's  ai 
ment,  as  it  shows  upon  its  face,  was  intended  to  lay  dowu  certain  general  prof 
tions,  iutended  to  rule  out  eventually  many  cases  pending  before  this  Commiss 
but  it  referred  spocitically  to  Claims  ISTo.  24,  38,  39,  and  100  against  the  United  Sta 
known  as  the  "  garden  cases.'' 

The  argument  was  divided  into  two  parts,  the  former  relating  to  the  princip] 
liability  resulting  from  acts  of  piliage,  aud  the  latter  relating;,  so  far  as  it  applie 
«ases  at  bar,  to  the  question  of  territorial  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  BouTWELL.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  show  what  I  had  in  mind.  The  q 
tion  of  pillage  was  raised,  of  course,  and  it  was  a  case  of  pillage  according  to 
theory  within  the  recognized  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  Uuited  States;  but  n 
in  order  to  show  what  the  territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  was  I  was 
under  the  necessity  of  showing  what  it  was  not,  and  therefore  my  argument  of 
clusio.i  was  just  as  pi^rtinent  as  my  argument  of  inclusion ;  and  under  the  ni 
head  I  proceeded  to  hiy  down  arguments  bearing  upon  those  cases  which  were  w 
iu  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and  the  cases  were  admitted 
be  cases  of  taking  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  I 
the  best  I  could.  With  more  ingenuity  I  might  have  done  better,  but  under  the 
cnmstances  I  could  not  show  what  was  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  Uni 
States,  upon  our  theory,  without  showing  what  was  not. 

I  attempted  to  apply  the  doctrines  which  are  contained  in  my  ninth  heading,  wl 
I  consider  as  applicable  to  taking  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  Un; 
States,  and  therefore  the  part  of  my  argument  which  was  not  absolutely  necessi 
was  the  first  heading  in  regard  to  property  taken  nectary  to  the  enemy  in  tim 
war.    That  does  not  bear  much  on  those  cases  or  any  cases. 

The  argument  upon  territorial  Jurisdiction  was  entirely  within  the  necessary  i 
of  debate  upon  the  three  cases  before  you.  If  I  was  to  state  the  liability  of  the  G 
emment  of  the  United  States  for  taking  property  within  the  territorial  Jurisdiol 
of  the  United  States,  I  was  also  under  the  necessity,  logically,  to  state  the  theor 
the  counsel  of  the  United  States  in  regard  to  other  territory  which  we  claimed  * 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  de  Chambrun.  In  other  words,  you  consider  that  the  part  of  your  argnm 
relating  to  territorial  jurisdiction  applies  to  the  "garden  cases.*' 

Mr  BouTWELL.  I  do ;  there  is  no  doubt  of  it ;  both  the  exclasion  and  the  indnsi 

Mr.  de  Chambrun.  Since  that  part  of  the  argument  of  the  counsel  for  the  Uni 
States  applies  to  the  "^^arden  cases,"  my  motion  will  also  apply  to  them,  and 
entirely  iroe  from  the  objection  of  being  of  a  general  character. 

At  the  same  time,  in  order  to  bring  the  whole  subject  before  this  Commissioi 
have  prepared  this  second  motion,  of  the  presentation  of  which  I  have  not  yet  gii 
notice  to  the  counsel  for  the  United  States. 

It  is  as  follows : 


<' Joseph  Choureau 

"v.  >No43. 

^'The  United  States. 


.\ 


"  And  now  comes  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  who  moves  this  hooonb 
Commission  to  reconsider  its  decision  in  the  above  entitled  case  for  thefollowii 
reasons,  that  is  to  say : 

"That  the  ground  on  which  it  was  rendered  is  that  the  Commission  was  'not  pr 


k 
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pared  to  bold  that  at  the  time  of  the  baming  of  tho  cotton  the  place  was  within  the 
territorial  jarisdiction  of  the  United  States,'  and  that  the  question  thns  raised  rests 
OD  the  constrnction  of  part  of  Article  I  of  the  convention. 

"2.  That  the  words  *  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States/  are  construed  in 
iQcli  a  way  as  to  conflict  with  the  meaning  of  the  word  *  territoire  *  used  in  the  French 
text  of  the  conyention. 

"3.  That  no  decision  can  he  rendered  in  this  individual  case  until  the  high  con- 
tracting parties  shall  have  determined  tbe  meaning  of  the  words  '  territorial  jurisdic- 
tion'and  'territoire/  as  used  in  the  English  and  French  text  of  the  convention  of 
January  15,  1880. 

"CHARLES  ADOLPHE  de  CHAMBRUN." 

I  do  not  propose  to  speak  on  these  motions.  I  will  confine  myself  to  the  reading  of 
the  following  statement : 

"The  undersigned,  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  respectfully  submits  to  this  hon- 
orable Commission  the  following  points  in  support  ot  his  motion  : 

*'  1.  The  decision  rendered  in  the  case  of  Joseph  Choureau,  No.  43,  tends  to  establish 
a  certain  jurisprudence  in  regard  to  tbe  meaning  of  the  words  '  territorial  jarisdiction 
of  the  United  States,'  as  used  in  Article  I  of  the  treaty,  which  conflicts  with  the  sense  in 
which  said  words  are  used  in  public  law. 

**3.  It  also  conflicts  with  the  French  text  of  the  convention  of  January  15, 1880, 
which  contains  the  words  *  territoire  dee  fitats  Unis.' 

^'3.  The  argnments  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  the  cases  of  Anna  Vidal  v. 
Tlie  United  States,  No.  24,  of  Pierre  Petrequin  v.  The  United  States,  No.  38,  and  of  Bap- 
tiste  Langa  v.  The  United  States,  No.  39,  are  founded  in  part  on  the  above  quoted  decis- 
ion and  they  contain  general  propositions  which  are  intended  to  be  drawn  by  way  of 
dednction  from  the  said  decision,  to  wit,  that  the  Government  of  tbe  United  States  is 
wi  liable  for  a  loss  of  property,  if  the  property  at  the  time  the  loss  occurred  was  not 
within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

''  4.  That  if  this  decision  shall  prevail,  the  claims  which  it  was  intended  by  the  high 
eontraetiuff  parties  should  be  disposed  of  through  the  instrumentality  of  this  Commis- 
tion,  would  remain  in  abeyance  and  a  large  majority  of  said  claims  would  be  thrown 

OQt. 

'*5.  That  the  practical  result  of  the  adoption  of  the  proposition  presented  by  the 
ooQDsel  of  the  United  States  would  actually  reverse  the  views  of  the  high  contracting 
parties  as  laid  down  in  the  convention  of  January  15, 1880. 

'^6.  That  this  honorable  Commission  has  allowed  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 
to  rabmit  his  views  as  far  as  applicable  to  certain  cases  now  submitted  to  this  Com- 
miflsioD. 

"7.  That  argnments  have  been  also  submitted  by  counsel  for  the  French  Republic. 

"For  these  several  reasons,  and  also  for  additional  reasons  to  be  stated  hereafter^ 
if  reqaired,  the  undersigned  most  respectfully  requests  this  honorable  Commission  to 
grant  bis  motion. 

"CHARLES  ADOLPHE  de  CHAMBRUN, 

^'Counsel  for  the  French  Republic,'* 

Here  I  rest. 

Mr.  BoQtwell  delivered  an  argument. 

Mr.  de  Chambrun.  I  will  only  say  a  very  few  words  in  answer  to  what  has  been 
i^ted  by  the  counsel  on  the  other  side,  fur  the  reason  that  the  point  at  issue  had  not 
^oe^ren  touched  npon.  The  only  question  pending  is  this:  In  the  English  text  the 
*ord8"  territorial  jnrisdictiou  of  the  United  States"  are  found,  and  iu  the  French 
f«xt the  word  "territoire"  is  use<l.  On  the  constructiou  of  the  words  "territorial 
JJirisvilction  of  the  United  States"  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  has  built  one  of 
"is  many  systems  of  defense.  The  fate  of  about  five-sevenths  of  the  whole  number 
J|f  cases  to  come  before  this  Commission  seems  at  present  to  depend  upon  it.  At  the 
•^t  meeting  the  Commission  for  the  United  States  argued  that  the  words  "  territo- 
jj*l  jarisdiction  "  are  meant  to  cover  merely  the  territory  actually  posKessed  and  held 
^J  tbe  United  States  at  the  time  the  damage  occurred,  and  to-day  he  argues  that  the 
Word  '*  territoire  "  has  the  same  meaning. 

Now,  I  say  to  the  coon^4el  of  the  United  States  that  if  he  declares  positively  that 
Joewonls  "territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States"  mean  the  same  thing  as 
'territoire,"  let  him  withdraw  his  general  propositions,  also  his  argument,  and  we 
^iJl  withdraw  our  motions.    But  I  hear  that  my  friend  declines  to  do  it. 

Since  he  has  decided  to  persist  in  his  former  views,  I  will  state  again  the  general 
Proposition  which  I  submitted  at  one  of  the  last  sessions  of  this  Commission,  to  wit : 
Jbatthe  words  "  territorial  jurisdiction  "  have  a  broader  sense  than  the  word  "  terri- 
^.^  Let  me  illustrate  this:  When  we  speak  of  French  jusisdiction  in  Chinese 
Waters,  of  course  we  do  not  mean  that  these  words  extend  to  the  territory  of  China  ; 
^•apply  it  only  to  a  kind  of  territorial  jurisdiction  over  some  parts  of  China. 

Who  will  contend  that  the  word  "  territoire  "  applies  T    Is  China  a  "^wcto^  Wi^  ''^  Wt- 
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ritory  "  of  the  United  States  f    While  in  some  respects  some  parts  of  that  torritory  1 
virtue  of  treaty  stipulations  are  under  the  *' territorial  jarisdiction"  of  the  Unit 
States,  the  exact  meaning  of  the  words  **  territorial  jurisdiction"  and  *'  territory'' 
so  plain  that  I  can  hardly  conceive  how  this  question  of  construction  has  been  raised 
my  friend. 

I  coufess  also  that  I  cannot  possibly  conceive  how  the  Commission  has  been  led 
construe  the  convention  of  January  15,  1880,  as  it  did  in  the  case  of  Joseph  Chonrei 
V.  The  United  States. 

Where  injury  is  done  to  the  person  or  property  of  a  citizen  of  France  by  the  ci^ 
or  military  authorities  of  the  United  States,  this  Commission,  after  ascertaiuii 
whether  satisfiictory  evidence  has  been  furnished  on  behalf  of  claimant,  is  boand 
make  an  award.    The  fact  that  the  injury  was  committed  by  on  officer  or  agent  oft! 
United  States  controls  and  determines  the  liability. 

But  since  the  Commission  has  departed  from  the  simple  rule  of  constrnction,  ai 
in  the  face  of  texts  which  appear  to  be  so  easy  to  reconcile  leanslo  views  which  won 
defeat  the  purposes  of  the  high  contracting  parties,  and  in  fact  exclude  the  very  claii 
which  the  two  Governments  wished  to  adjust  by  way  of  a  friendly  arbitration,  it  b 
comes  necessary  to  refer  to  the  two  Governments  the  question  so  unfortunately  raise 

Indeed,  if  we  are  forced  to  choose  between  an  iuterpretatiou  that  would  amount 
fact  to  a  denial  of  justice  and  a  reference  of  the  matter — in  other  words,  if  we  are  coi 

{celled  to  select  between  two  evils — let  us  act  as  prudent  men  and  select  the  lessf 
'  do  not  claim  that  my  motion  offers  to  this  CommiBsion  a  satisfactory  adjustment 
the  difficulty;  I  do  claim  that  it  is  the  only  possible  method  to  prevent  a  deni 
of  justice.  It  seems,  however,  the  only  measure  at  command  to  extricate  the  Coi 
mission  from  the  existing  embarrassment  into  which  the  submission  aud  entertai: 
ment  of  the  propositions  insisted  upon  by  counsel  for  the  United  States  has  involvi 
the  Commission. 

And  now  I  come  to  suggest  how,  in  my  judgment,  this  reference  can  be  made: 

After  this  Commission  had  organized,  it  gave  notice  of  the  fact  to  the  respecti' 
Governments  through  their  respective  agents.  This  precedent  was  established  a 
cording  to  the  views  of  the  two  Governments;  therefore  any  decisions  of  a  like  cha 
acter  rendered  by  this  Commission  should  be  communicated  to  the  high  contractii 
parties  through  the  same  channel. 

Such  is  the  plan  which  I  respectfully  submit  to  the  honorable  commissioners. 

Once  more,  this  plan  in  my  judgment  is  very  unsatisfactory,  but  since  my  friend  d* 
clines  to  withdraw  from  his  position,  I  think  that  it  opens  the  only  way  to  prevei 
denial  of  justice. 

CHARLES  ADOLPHE  DE  CHAMBRUN, 

CounBtlfor  the  French  Bepublie. 

Washington,  March  29,  1882. 


No.  48. 
Mr.  Aldi8  to  Mr,  Frelingh%iysen. 

Washington,  February  3, 1883. 

Sir:  Yesterday  the  commissioners  of  the  French  and  America 
Claims  Commission  held  a  meeting  and  examined  the  whole  busioes 
before  the  Commission. 

We  are  unanimous  in  the  opinion,  and  the  counsel  concur,  that  tl 
term  of  the  Commission  should  be  extended  to  the  1st  day  of  Marc 
A.  D.  1884. 

As  the  United  States  Senate  adjourns  on  the  4th  of  March  am 
does  not  meet  again  till  December,  it  is  necessary  that  theeon\*eutH 
for  extending  the  time  should  be  sent  to  the  Senate  as  soon  aa  the  lO 
February  instant ;  otherwise  the  pressure  of  business  at  the  close  of  tl 
session  may  prevent  the  convention's  being  considered  and  ratified. 

The  first  article  of  the  convention  should  extend  the  term  for  ei^i 
months,  viz,  to  the  1st  day  of  March,  1884. 

The  second  article  should  provide  that  no  evidence  or  testimany  8boaI< 

be  presented  to  or  received  by  the  Commission  after  JLuly  1,  1883.   Tfai* 

18  important.   If  no  evidence  is  received  after  that  date,  then  the  whol< 
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eight  tuontbs  caD  be  appropriated  to  printing  the  evidence,  to  making 
and  printing  the  briefs,  and  to  the  investigation  of  the  evidence,  and 
the  decision  of  the  cases  by  the  commissioners.  The  eight  mouths  will 
be  sufficient  to  dispose  of  all  the  claims,  and  to  completely  falfill  the 
objects  of  the  Commission. 

Of  the  745  claims  before  the  Commission,  203  have  been  disposed  of, 
leaving  642  yet  to  be  disposed  of.  Of  these  542  there  are  94  which  may 
bedis|>osed  of  without  briefs  or  argument,  leaving  448  to  be  decided 
apoQ  hearings.  Evidence  is  still  being  taken  by  the  claimants  and  by 
both  Government!*  and  must  continue  to  be  taken  till  April  next  and, 
in  some  cases,  probably  longer.  One  can  not  tell  how  much  longer. 
You  will  see  that  it  is  impossible  to  linish  the  work  by  the  1st  of  July, 
even  if  no  oral  arguments  are  had ;  aud  the  i)arties  have  the  right  by 
the  terms  of  the  original  convention,  t6  be  heard  orally  in  every  case. 
There  may  be,  and  probably  will  be,  some  oral  arguments,  but  we  do 
not  expect  very  many.  An  extension  of  the  term  for  eight  months  is 
plainly  necessary.  If  there  should  be  no  extension,  probably  nearly 
300  cases  of  the  French  claimants  against  the  United  States  and  about 
one-half  of  the  American  claims  against  France  will  fail  for  want  of 
time. 

If  the  two  Government's  would  at  once  authorize  Mr.  Roustan  and  Mr 
Frelinghuysen,  as  their  •respective  plenipotentiaries  to  make  a  conven- 
tion for  the  purposes  above  indicated,  the  President  would  be  able  to 
send  a  message  with  the  convention  to  the  Senate  in  a  few  days,  and  so 
probably  secure  its  ratification. 
1  am,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALDIS. 


No.  40. 

Mr.  Aldis  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen. 

Frbngh  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington^  April  16,  1883. 

SiB:  At  the  request  of  my  colleagues,  and  in  accord  with  them,  I 
b^ve  the  honor  to  transmit  to  you  a  statement  of  the  commissioners  of 
^French  and  American  Claims  Commission  as  to  the  charges  of  the 
^nch  counsel  in  regard  to  the  dispatch  of  the  business  of  the  Com- 
mission ;  to  which  I  res])ectfully  invite  your  consideration. 
Hnclose  also  the  statement  of  the  French  counsel. 
I  have,  &c., 

A.  O.  ALDIS. 


^UTEMEKT  or  THE  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THE  FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN 
CUtMS  COMMISSION  AS  TO  THE  CHARGES  OF  THE  FRENCH  COUNSEL 
J'^  REGARD  TO  THE  DISPATCH  OF  THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE  COMMIS- 

810A\ 

At  the  meeting  of  the  15th  of  March  the  president  of  the  Commission  made  the  fol- 

viog  statement : 

.''Since  the22d  of  January  last  only  fourteen  cases  have  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 
^ttioQ  for  its  judgment.  At  this  time  there  are  no  briefs  awaiting  our  cousideration. 
'd  view  of  this  fact  my  colleagues,  as  well  as  myself,  wish  to  urge  it  upon  connsel  to 
PNsDt  more  briefs,  and  that  as  soon  as  possible ;  and  that  this  may  be  properly  «a<> 
•omed  the  secretaries  are  requested  to  enter  this  statement  upon  l\v«  teeot^?'* 
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The  counsel  and  assiBtaut  counsel  of  the  French  Repabllc  on  the  20th  of  Marc 
sented  a  paper  suggesting  **  some  of  the  causes  which  have  largely  oontribn 
^ey  have  not  prodiiced,  the  results  of  which  the  commissionero  complain." 

Under  this  pretense  the  French  counsel  and  assistant  counsel  have  made  an  i 
npon  the  conduct  of  the  Commission,  alleging  : 

I.  The  commissioners  by  delaying  the  decisions  in — 

(a)  The  Chourrcau  case,  *^ so-called  territorial  Jurisdiction; '' 
(6)  The  de  Laureal  and  Bleze  Mott  cases,  as  to  the  '*  ownership  of  slaves  ques 
(c)  The  Henri  Dubos  case,  '^  arrest  and  imprisonment  question ;'' 
have  prevented  claimants  from  preparing  their  cases. 

II.  That  the  commissioners  have  multiplied  orders,  '*  inconsistent  and  incohe 
''utterly  impossible  to  be  understood  or  carried  out,''  ** creating  confusion  an 
barrassing  instead  of  facilitatiug  the  dispatch  of  business,''  and  **  setting  aside 
of  the  most  vital  rules  of  the  Commission."  They  refer  to  the  orders  of  May 
November  20. 

III.  That  the  decisions  of  the  Commission  are  inconsistent,  and  to  illustrat 
they  cite  five  cases. 

This  paper  was  read  by  the  counseHn  public  meeting,  with  the  request  that 
entered  on  the  records,  and  this  to  the  surprise  of  the  commissioners,  and  befi 
tone,  language,  and  substance  were  fully  appreciated.  We  declined  to  have  i 
entered  upon  the  records,  and  took  it  under  consideration. 

That  it  is  disrespectful  and  an  unprovoked  attack  upon  the  general  conduct  * 
Commission  is  obvious.  It  is  improper  and  discourteous  both  in  the  manner  of 
troduction  and  in  its  language  and  substance.  In  any  ordinary  court  of  justice 
misconduct  of  counsel  would  be  promptly  punished.  We  may  exclude  it  fro 
records,  for  it  is  obvious  that  our  j}rocf«  verbal  is  not  to  be  the  receptacle  and  rec 
such  accusations.  But  it  has  been  published  in  French  and  English,  and  is  no 
intended  for  the  ears  of  the  French  minister  of  foreign  aifairs  and  the  American 
tary  of  State. 

International  commissions  must  rely  for  security  for  orderly  and  respectfn 
oeedings  before  them  upon  the  sense  of  professional  duty  and  pnjpriety,  and 
the  courtesy  of  counsel  appointed  by  the  Oovernments.  If,  instead  of  these,  di 
teous  language  and  groundless  complaints  appear,  and  unfounded  charges,  def 
the  conduct,  the  orders,  and  the  decisions  of  the  (  ommission,are  made  in  a'; 
meeting,  and  sought  to  be  put  upon  our  records,  it  seems  to  be  the  duty  of  the  co 
sioners  to  report  sucrh  misconduct  of  counsel  to  the  Government  that  appointed 

We  regret  that  this  necessity  has  arisen.  Our  dut^  to  preserve  good  order  a 
spectful  proceeding  in  the  meetings  of  the  Commission,  and  to  protect  our  cc 
from  unjust  aspersions,  as  well  as  our  respect  for  the  French  Republic  (than  wh 
nation  is  more  observant  of  all  the  proprieties  and  courtesies  in  the  conduct  of  i 
tribunals),  whose  counsel  has  attacked  the  Commission,  make  this  duty  necess 

If  we  take  no  notice  of  these  charges  the  authorities  of  France  might  think 
trne,  and  that  therefore  we  do  not  answer  them. 

One  member  of  this  Commission  is  the  commissioner  on  behalf  of  the  Frem 
public.  Shall  he  be  thus  assailed  by  the  counsel  of  his  own  Government  and  r 
silent,  and  thus  be  subject  to  the  imputation  that  these  accusations  are  true  f 

For  this  occasion  and  under  these  circumstances  w4  decide  to  notice  the  accus 
of  the  French  counsel ;  and  as  this  statement  will  be  entered  upon  our  record 
transmitted  to  the  Minister  of  Foreign  Aifairs  of  France  and  to  the  Secretary  of 
of  the  United  States,  we  allow  the  paper  of  the  French  counsel  to  go  with  it,  i 
he  entered  upon  our  records. 

We  take  up  the.'ie  charges  in  the  order  in  which  they  were  presented. 

I. 

THE  CASE  OF  CHOURREAH,    AS  TO  TERRITORIAL  JURISDICTION. 

This  ca«e  was  submitted  on  the  28th  of  January,  188*2,  not  on  the  10th  of  Jai 
as  incorrectly  stated  by  the  French  counsel. 

It  was  decided  on  February  28,  just  one  month  after. ,  , 

The  United  States  counsel  contended  that  the  property  was  destroyed  on  the  tl 
of  war,  in  a  place  alternately  overrun  by  the  troops  of  both  armies,  and  so  w 
in  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  The  claimant  contended  t 
was  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  Both  counsel  in 
briefs  used  the  phrase  'territorial  jurisdiction,"  as  used  in  the  English  text* 
convention,  and  no  reference  to  the  trench  text  and  no  intimation  of  any  diif< 
in  the  texts  were  made. 

The  majority  of  this  Commission  thought  the  act  was  not  committed  with 
territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.     From  the  28th  day  of  Februaiy 
29th  day  of  March  nothing  more  was  done  with  the  case,  but  on  the  29th  of  1 


*  • 
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tiiecoDDsel  for  France  moved  the  Commiasion  to  reconsider  its'deoisioiiy  stating  that 
the  words  **  territorial  Jnrisdiction"  were  used  in  the  English  text,  but  that  the  word 
"UrriUnre"  was  in  the  French  text :  that  a  conflicting  construction  was  given  to  these 
^fferents  texts  of  the  treaty,  and  that  the  meaning  of  the  two  Governments  in  using 
these  different  words  in  the  two  texts  of  the  treatj  should  be  left  to  the  Governments 
to  settle. 

M.  de  Geofroy,  the  French  Commissioner,  on  the  Ist  of  April,  expressed  his  con  vie - 
ttor  that  the  French  text  rendered  exactly  the  intention  of  the  two  Governments, 
And  that  the  difiVrence  whs  caused  by  an  erroi*  in  transcribing  the  English  text. 

Immediately,  on  the  1st  of  April,  the  Commission  referred  the  question  to  the  two 
Governments  to  determine  what  they  meant  by  using  these  different  words,  and  an- 
DooDcedtbat  the  Commission  would  not  decide  any  cases  depending  on  the  question 
till  the  decision  of  the  Governments  was  received. 

Notwithstanding  this  announcement,  the  French  counsel,  on  the  13th  of  April,  de- 
clined to  submit  any  business  whatever,  though  not  affected  by  this  question,  stating 
that  claimants  representing  the  majority  of  claims  declined  to  proceed  with  the  sub- 
mission of  their  cases,  even  though  they  may  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  the  so-called 
limitation  of  the  expression  **  territorial  Jurisdiction,"  and  moved  the  Commission  to 

adjonm  to  the day  of  May  to  await  the  decision  of  the  two  Governments.     So 

onreasonable  a  delay,  so  wholly  unjustifiable,  could  not  be  tolerated.  We  denied  the 
motion,  and  between  the  13th  of  April  and  13th  of  May  (when  the  decision  was  re- 
ceived) held  seven  public  meetings  and  transacted  a  large  amount  of  bn^iness. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  Commission  was  prompt  in  deciding  the  case  in  the  first  in- 
stance; that  when  the  difference  in  the  two  texts  of  the  treaty  appeared  we  imme-. 
diately  referred  it  to  the  two  Governments;  that  we  did  all  we  could  to  go  on  with 
biuiness;  and  that  the  French  counsel,  assuming  to  act  for  a  majority,  of  claimants, 
did  bis  best  to  delay  all  business  and  prevent  any  from  being  done  for  a  whole  month. 

II. 

THE  OWNERSHIP  OF  SLAVES  QUESTION. 

By  the  law  of  France  a  French  citizen  who  owns  slaves  anywhere  forfeits  his  French 
citizenship.  But  to  this  general  law  there  are  some  exceptions.  If  the  owner  of 
dives  had  owned  them  before  the  29th  of  April,  1848.  or  owned  them  by  succession, 
inheritance,  by  gifts  t^tamentary,  or  inter  vivoSf  or  by  marriage  agreements,  such 
ownership  did  not  work  a  forfeiture  of  citizenship.  \ 

As  this  law  created  a  penalty,  we  required  the  United  States  to  prove  strictly  that 
the  claimant  did  not  come  within  the  exceptions;  and  in  this  way  a  few  cases  iu 
which  the  United  States  claimed  a  loss  of  citizeuHhip  by  slaveholding  were  allowed* 
because  there  was  nothing  to  show  but  that  the  claimant  held  the  slaves  under  the 
exceptions  and  lawfully. 

The  charge  which  the  French  counsel  make  is  that  owing  to  our  delay  in  deciding 
the  anestion  presented  in  the  Bl^ze  Mote  case  ''from  the  14th  of  February,  1882.  to  the 
^  of  January,  1883,  a  majority  of  the  claimants  were  left  in  absolute  ignorance  and 
donbt  whether  the  Commission  would  take  jurisdiction  of  their  cases.  Meanwhile 
the  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  was  urging  a  decision." 

Let  as  turn  to  the  record  to  show  that  this  statement  is  wholly  incorrect. 
.  Od  February'  16,  1882,  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  demurred  to  the  memorial 
in  the  cases  of  Bl^ze  Mote  and  de  Laureal,  on  the  ground  that  the  claimant  admitted 
that  he  '*  was  a  slave  owner  before  and  during  the  late  war."  But  this  admission  of 
claimant  was  not  in  the  memorial,  but  appeared  in  his  testimony.  It  is  needless  to 
'^ytbat  a  demurrer  can  only  apply  to  facts  stated  in  the  memorial  or  otherwise  as- 
^rtained.  There  was  no  stipulation  of  counsel  that  this  slaveholding  of  Bl^ze  Mote 
was,  or  was  not,  unlawful,  though  the  United  States  counsel  assumed  it  was  admitted 
w  be  unlawful. 

In  support  of  his  demurrer,  the  United  States  counsel  filed  a  brief  on  February  16, 
*wJ,  claiming  that  the  slaveholding  was  unlawful ;  that  this  could  be  proved  by  any 
Proper  parol  evidence ;  that  this  Commission  on  such  evidence  could  find  the  fact, 
JJdthat  the  judgment  of  a  French  court  declaring  the  forfeiture  was  not  necessary. 
^the  8th  ot  May  he  set  the  case  for  hearing  on  the  dpunirrer. 

The  French  counsel  did  not  join  in  demurrer,  but  on  the  12th  of  May  moved  **to 
*t  a^ide  the  demurrer  for  the  following  reasons:  1.  That  the  demurri;rs  do  not  set 
rorth  any  ground  of  defense.    2.  That  they  are  frivolous.    3.  That  they  are  speaking 


fnjurrtrs.  4.  That  they  are  feigned  demurrers.  5.  That  they  are  pleas  to  the  juris- 
^ction  under  the  form  of  demurrers." 

/t  is  needless  to  say  that  upon  such  a  motion — attempting  to  turn  the  question  upon 
filing  technicalities — the  main  question  could  not  be  decided. 

Nothing  could  have  been  devised  more  completely  to  obstruct  the  decision  of  the 


i 
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main  queations  and  divert  the  discussion  to  petty  and  frivolous  technicalities  than 
thia  motion  of  the  assistant  French  counsel. 

The  assistant  French  counsel,  thoufi^h  now  asserting  that  ''meanwhile"  (that  is, 
from  February  14,  1882,  to  January  3,  1883),  he  ''  was  urging  a  decision,''  admitted  in 
oourt  that,  he  had  never  given  any  attention  to  the  examination  of  the  papers  in  the 
castes  before  the  8th  of  May — that  is,  had  wholly  neglected  them  for  eighty-three  days — 
And  Mr.  Bout  well  complained  that  no  notice  was  taken  of  the  demurrer  or  brief  for 
seventy- five  days,  ''counsel  having  neglected  to  observe  the  rules  of  the  Commission,'' 
3nd  that  the  assistant  French  counsel  *'had  no  right  to  be  heard  on  his  motion." 

Upon  this  dispute  between  counsel,  they  agreed  to  postpone  the  discusnion. 

On  the  22d  of  May  the  assistant  Freuch  counsel  filed  another  statement  in  support 
of  his  motion  to  set  aside  the  demurrer,  and  "  formally  declined  to  enter  further  into 
the  argument  on  the  merits  of  the  grounds  of  the  demurrer."  He  thus  insisted  apon 
d&cnssing  his  motion  to  set  aside,  and  would  not  argue  the  main  question.  The 
United  States  counsel,  by  his  brief  of  May  22,  ignored  the  motion  to  set  aside,  and 
Argued  the  main  question.  Thus  both  insisted  on  different  questions;  and  as  the 
pleadings  stood  the  main  question,  as  to  the  effect  of  slaveholding  upon  French  citi- 
zenship and  what  proof  of  it  was  necessary,  could  not  be  reached  and  decided  at  all. 
As  the  main  question  could  not  be  decided,  we  loft  the  case  to  await  a  heariug^  on  the 
merits. 

Thus  the  matters  stood  till  October  19,  1882.  Then  the  lYench  counsel  filed  a 
*" declaration''  in  supx>ort  of  the  motion  to  set  aside. 

The  United  States  counsel  filed  an  answer  on  November  20.  • 

On  the  25th  of  November,  1803,  the  French  counsel  filed  a  final  brief,  by  special 
counsel,  of  seventeen  pages,  in  which  the  maiu  questions  were  very  ably  argued,  and 
the  case  was  then  submitted  to  us. 

Were  we  chargeable  with  delay  in  deciding  the  question  when  it  was  not  finally 
submitted  to  iis  till  November  25,  1S82,  and  could  not  till  then  be  taken  for  investi- 
eation  and  consultation,  and  when  the  whole  period  frpm  February  16  to  November 
§5  (nine  months  and  eleven  days)  was  wasted  by  the  assistant  French  counsel  in  in- 
attention to  the  cases,  or  in  frivolous  disputes  about  technicalities? 

But  on  the  5th  of  December — ten  days  after  the  Bi6ze  Mote  and  de  Laureal  cases 
were  submitted — another  case,  that  of  Nongu^,  was  submitted  for  final  hearing  on  its 
merits,  and  in  which  the  questions  as  to  the  forfeiture  of  French  citizenship  by  slave- 
holding  against  French  law,  and  whether  the  Judgment  of  a  French  court  is  the  only 
admissible  proof,  were  fairly  presented.  This  was  really  the  first  case  in  which  these 
questions  had  properly  come  up. 

The  Commission  decided  upon  the  3d  of  January  that  the  claim  shonld  be  allowed; 
that  the  only  proper  proof  or  forfeiture  of  citizenship  was  the  judgment  of  a  French 
tribunal. 

And  thus,  in  less  than  a  month  after  the  direct  question  was  properly  presented  to 
«s,  it  was  decided. 

The  record  proves  that  the  statement  that  nearly  a  year's  delay  was  caused  by  the 
neglect  of  the  Commission  to  decide  the  point  is  wholly  erroneous. 

III. 

IN  REGARD  TO  THK  CASK  OF  HENRI  DUBOS. 

1.  Claims  for  unlawful  arrest  and  imprisonment  vary  so  greatly  as  to  the  facts  upor. 
which  compensation  is  demanded,  that  one  is  scarcely  ever  a  precedent  or  test  fc 
another.     Probably  there  la  not  another  case  pending  before  us  like  Dnbos'. 

The  a4!ts  for  which  the  parties  were  arrested,  the  authority  and  mode  of  arrest,  tl 
mode  of  trial,  the  extent  of  i  ni  prison  men  t,  the  injuries  suffered,  and  the  claims  (^ 
damages  are  so  different  in  different  cases  that  the  preparation  of  each  case  mi 
be  by  itself,  and  cannot  depend  oh  another. 

2.  The  case  of  Dubos  was  submitted  June  17,  1882.  Two  briefs,  amounting 
twenty-five  pa^^es  on  each  side,  were  presented,  and  on  the  17th  of  Juqe  counsel 
both  sides  argued  the  case  orally  at  great  length.  The  Commission  adjourned  on  Ji 
30  till  0<!tober. 

The  record  shows  how  diligently  the  Commissionerd  were  occupied  prior  to  the 
jonmment,  and  that  there  was  no'time  for  consultation  or  examination  of  that 

On  October  21  all  the  Commissioners  were  again  in  session,  and  about  the  Isl^^  of 
November  began  the  examination  of  this  case. 

In  examining  the  Dubos  case,  the  questions  of  the  authority  of  General  Butler-^  to 
4eclare  martial  law,  the  extent  and  exercise  of  his  powers  under  it,  its  applicaCfoo 
to  foreigners,  the  legal  limitations  upon  its  arbitrary  exercise,  and  the  measareof 
damages  were  to  be  considered.    These  were  new  and  very  important  qaestiaoa 
Tbey  were  strictly  questions  of  law,  and  slightly  affecting  the  preparation  of  oibsr        i 
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The  time  we  took  to  examine  this  case  was  no  more  than  was  uecessarj, 
especially  as  the  Commissioners  disagreed. 

3.  The  Frencli  counsel  complain  that  our  award  "  will  not  probably  compensate 
for  the  time,  labor,  and  ezpeRse  incurred  in  prosecuting  the  case.''  Why  is  this  sug- 
gestion madeT  Is  it  the  duty  of  the  French  counsel  t<^»  look  after  the  pecuniary  in- 
lerests  of  the  claim  agents,  and  to  advise  the  Commisfiionors  that  instead  of  deotdlng 
**  aocordiiu;  to  public  law,  equity,  and  justice,'*  they  should  shape  their  awards  so  as 
to  eecare  the  claim  agents  against  pecuniary  loss  f 

The  Commissioners  who  allowed  the  claim  carefully  considered  all  the  briefs,  argu- 
ments, and  prec^Klents  presented  by  the  French  couuspI,  and  made  such  an  award  at 
they  thought  right,  and  they  declined  to  review  it  on  this  complaint. 

IV. 

The  I9th  rule  of  this  Commission,  as  originally  adopte<l,  provided  :  **  When  the 
time  has  expirfd  fur  taking  proofd,  or  the  case  has  been  closed  on  both  sides,  the 
proofs  will  be  printed.  The  argument  for  the  claimant  shall  be  filed  within  15  days 
after  the  papers  shall  have  been  printed;  the  argument  fur  the  defendant  15  days 
thereafter ;  the  reply  thereto  in  10  days,  and  the  cane  shall  stand  for  hearing  10  days 
thereafter." 

The  rule  contemplated  that  all  the  evidence  on  betti-  sides  might  be  taken  before 
the  time  for  taking  proofs  had  expired  ;  and  in  such  cane  the  printing  of  the  evidence 
and  the  making  of  the  briefs  should  proceed  at  once.  But  in  all  cases  when  the  time 
for  taking  evidence  expired,  then  the  printing  of  the  evidence  and  the  making  of 
briefs  should  immediately  follow  as  by  the  rule. 

Of  coarse,  no  briefs  couhl  be  expected  till  the  taking  of  evidence  on  both  sides  was 
dosed,  or  I  ill  the  time  therefor  had  expired. 
Under  this  rule  we  acted  till  November  20, 1882,  nearly  two  years. 
As  the  special  counsel  for  claimants  cannot  appear  before  us  or  present  their  briefs, 
bat  are  required,  as  in  all  international  commissions,  to  present  their  briefs  to  the 
coQQfielof  the  Government  of  vrhich  they  are  citizens,  who,  if  he  approves  thcni,  pre- 
sents them  to  ns;  and  as  the  counsel  for  France  must  present  the  briefb,  it  was  his 
daty  under  the  rules  to  consult  with  the  private  counsel  to  select  the  cases  closed  on 
botb sides,  and  in  the  first  instance  and  within  the  15  days  to  present  the  briefs  of 
daimaots.    As  the  private  counsel  are  numerous,  the  claims  being  scattered  among  a 
great  irany  lawyers,  the  French  oounsel  have  many  to  help  in  making  these  briefs, 
ud  there  is  no  reason  or  excuse  for  not  presenting  the  briefs  in  all  cases  within  the 
15  days. 

The  United  States  counsel  can  'do  nothing  until  the  claimants'  opening  briefs  are 
^ed ;  then  he  must  reply  in  15  days. 

^K  FREQURNT  EFFORTS  OF  THB  COMMISSIONEBS  TO   SPEED   THE   DESPATCH  OF  BUSI- 
NESS. 

<^  I  To  ascertain  the  condition  of  the  docket  we  ordered  a  call  of  it  on  the  1st  day  of 
^ebmary,  1882,  and  required  counsel  to  state  the  condition  of  the  pending  cases,  and 
^wfar  they  are  prepared  and  ready  for  submission,  and  how  much  further  time  will 
^required  to  take  the  testimony  in  eacii  case  and  to  close  the'casesand  submit  them. 
The  call  of  the  docket  was  completed  on  February  6.  We  hoped  this  would  have 
^^eefiect  of  speeding  claimants  in  presenting  briefs  and  in  the  taking  of  their  evi- 

From  the  tabular  statement  theu  made  it  appeared  that  40  cases  were  practically 
Closed  on  both  sides.  The  French  counsel  moved  on  February  10  that  they  be  sub- 
mitted within  40  days,  but  as  that  was  precisely  what  Rule  19  required,  sncli  special 
^^rder  was  needless,  and  the  cases  were  left  to  stand  upon  the  general  rule. 

Hit  duty  under  Rule  19  was  to  present  his  briefs  in  these  forty  cases  within  fifteen 
^*y8.  It  would  then  be  the  duty  of  the  United  States  counsel  to  file  his  brief  within 
^ueeo  days,  and  the  cloning  brief  of  claimant  should  tlien  be  filed  in  ten  days. 

Between  the  9th  ot  February  and  the  2Ikl  of  March,  1882,  ten  cases  only  were  sub- 
mitted.   Between  the  23d  of  March  and  the  27th  of  April,  more  than  a  month,  not  a 
^Qglecase  was  submitted,  although  the  remaining  thirty  cases  ought  to  have  been 
^bmilted  by  the  22d  of  March.     It  appears  from  the  register  that  in  twenty  of  these 
^irty  cases  no  opening  briefs-had  been  filed  by  the  Freuch  counsel  up  to  the  6th  of 
«»y,  1882,  although  they  ought  to  have  been  filed  by  the  2l8t  of  March.     In  this  state 
of  things  we  felt  it  our  duty  to  again  call  the  attention  of  counsel  to  the  subject  of 
nbmitting  cases  and  presenting  briefs.     But  no  allusions  in  our  orders  or  requests  te 
^y  neglect  of  counsel  on  either  side  have  ever  been  made. 
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THE  REQUEST  OF  APRIL  29,  1B83. 

2.  On  the  29th  of  April,  1882,  we  again  called  the  attention  of  oonnael  to  this  sub- 
ject in /these  words : 

''There  is  another  subject  to  which  the  commissioners  call  the  attention  of  counsel. 

''The  term  of  the  Commission  expires  on  the  22d  of  December,  or  at  the  latest,  on 
the  22d  of  next  March.  If  the  whole  intervening  time  is  constantly  devoted  to  the 
examination  of  cases  it  will  be  necessary  to  decide  more  than  two  cases  each  day  in 
order  to  finish  the  whole  work  of  the  Commisnion.  It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that 
cases  onght  t^  be  got  ready  at  once  for  the  examination  of  the  Commission,  so  that 
they  may  from  this  time  have  cases  in  their  hands  to  be  examinsd  and  decided.  The 
secretary  reports  to  us  that  there  are  now  twenty-five  cases  in  which  the  testimony  is 
closed  on  both  sides.  If  briefs  could  be  prepared  at  once  in  these  cases,  instead  of 
taking  the  forty  days  given  by  the  existing  rules,  so  as  to  enable  us  to  begin  now  the 
examination  of  caROS,  it  would  greatly  promote  the  despatch  of  business.'' 

This  was  a  request,  not  an  order.  It  was  made  in  the  desire  to  promote  the  despatch 
of  business,  and  it  was  hoped  that  it  would  be  met  in  the  same  spirit. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States  had  m6ved  on  the  26th  <  f  April  for  an  order  re- 
quiring claimants  to  close  taking  testimony  in  all  oases  by  June  1.  The  claimants 
had  already  had  from  one  year  in  many  cases  to  over  four  months  in  all  cases  over  and 
above  the  three  months  granted  them  by  the  general  rules,  in  which  to  take  their 
testimony.  Notwithstanding  this  the  French  counsel  and  the  special  coansel  for 
claimants  requested  and  urged  that  the  time  for  them  to  take  testimony  be  extended 
at  least  to  June  30,  and  stated  various  reasons  therefor. 

THE  CALL  AND  ORDER  OP  MAY  6. 

3.  Upon  the  6th  of  May  we  complied  with  their  requests,  and  ordered  that  the 
claimants  have  till  June  30,  Instead  of  June  I,  to  take  their  testimony,  and  the  United 
States  till  November  10,  and  that  after  November  10  claimants,  if  wishing  to  take  re- 
butting testimony,  must  apply  immediately,  so  that  all  testimony  could  be  closed  by 
December  10. 

The  Commission  then  added  these  words  to  the  order : 

"It  is  obvious  that  this  distribution  of  time  leaves  but  a  very  short  period  for  the 
commissioners  to  examine  all  the  evidence  in  all  the  cases,  and  to  properly  decide  them 
and  complete  the  work  of  the  Commission,  especially  if  the  large  mass  of  cascn  be  left 
to  accumulate  and  to  remain  undisposed  of  till  December. 

"  To  avoid  such  accumnlation  we  call  the  attention  of  counsel  to  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  business,  with  the  hope  that  they  will  immediately  present  their  briefs  in 
all  those  cases  in  which  the  testimony  is  closed  on  both  sides.  There  are  about  thirty 
such  cases,  and  we  shall  direct  them  to  be  called  this  morning  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  they  may  not  be  got  ready  for  hearing  and  decision  in  a  few  days. 

''There  are  aboiit  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  cases  in  which  the  claimants  have 
•losed  the  taking  of  their  testimony.  In  these  cases  the  United  States  counsel  can 
now  proceed  to  take  testimony.  In  many  we  hope  testimony  has  already  been  taken. 
If  these  cases  could  be  closed  by  the  1st  of  July,  and  then  submitted  to  us  for  decis- 
ion, it  would  prevent  the  accumulation  of  business  towards  the  end  of  the  term  of 
the  Commission,  and  greatly  promote  the  despatch  of  business.'' 

The  30  cases  were  then  called ;  the  record  shows  there  were  36. 

This  was  the  third  time  we  had  been  obliged  to  call  for  briefs  not  filed  according  to 
the  rules. 

This  order  of  May  6  did  not  alter  any  of  our  existing  rules.  It  only  extended  the 
time  for  the  claimants  to  take  their  testimony ;  an  extension  granted  to  them  as  a 
favor  and  at  their  urgent  request.  It  did  not  alter  the  rule  as  to  submitting  cases  and 
making  briefs.  It  only  sought  to  ascertain  whether  cases  "closed  on  both  sides, '^ 
and  which  had  been  so  closed  since  February  10,  "  might  not  be  got  ready  for  hear- 
ing and  decision  in  a  few  days."  But  no  order  to  that  effect  was  made ;  nor  was  al- 
lusion made  to  any  one's  being  in  default,  although  the  French  counsel  or  claimantb'' 
counsel  should  hive  filed  briefs  in  fifteen  days  from  February  10,  and  were  then  (May 
6)  delinquent  in  about  twenty-five  oases  for  over  two  months. 

It  is  of  tins  order  that  the  counsel  for  France  say:  "That  the  orders  of  May  6  and 
November  20,  in  setting  aside  some  of  the  most  vital  rules  adopted  by  this  Commission 
have  created  confusion,  and,  instead  of  tending  to  facilitate  the  despatch  of  business, 
have  greatly  embarrassed  it." 

Instead  of  this  statement  being  true,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  order  of  May  6  did  not 
set  aside  any  rules.  It  extended  the  time  for  taking  testimony  beyond  the  times 
fixed  by  the  rules,  and  this  extension  was  granted  at  the  urgent  request  of  the 
French  counsel  and  claimants,  and  in  behalf  of  their  interests.  If  such  an  extensioo 
had  not  been  granted  to  claimants,  who,  up  to  that  time  had  neglected  or  been  nn- 
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*bl«  to  take  their  testimonyy  a  large  number  of  the  claimants  wonld  have  been  cut  off 
from  proving  their  claims,  and  could  not  have  obtained  any  allowance.  The  order  of 
Hay  6  was  necessary,  dear,  and  useful  for  the  despatch  of  business,  and  especially  in- 
dalgent  to  the  claimants.  It  put  the  taking  of  testimony  by  both  sides  on  a  fair  and 
jnst  basis.    It  is  appended,  and  we  refer  to  it. 

CA5E8  SUBMITTED  AND  BRIEFS  FILED  BETWEEN  MAY  6  AND  JUNE  30. 

4.  Thirty-six  cases  closed  on  both  sides  were  called  in  the  public  meeting  of  May  6, 
1882. 

In  8  of  these  cases  briefs  had  been  filed  prior  to  May  6,  leaving  twenty-eight  in  which 
brie&  were  to  be  filed,  and  in  which,  by  the  rules,  the  claimants'  opening  briefs  should 
have  been  filed  by  May  21.  Between  May  6  ana  June  30  only  nine  cases  were  sub- 
mitted. 

In  ten  of  the  twenty-eight  cases  the  French  counsel  had  filed  opening  briefs  before 
Jane  30,  leaving  eighteen  in  which  he  had  not  filed  an  opening  brief.  ^  Indeed,  in  six- 
teen of  these  cases  no  opening  briefs  have  been  filed  up  to  March  20,  1883. 

On  the  30th  of  June,  the  last  meeting  before  the  adjournment  for  the  summer,  the 
FreDch  assistant  counsel  moved  for  forty  days  additional  time  to  take  rebutting  testi- 
mony in  thirty-six  cases,  and  for  fron^  thirty  to  sixty  days  to  take  testimony-in-chief 
ID  lUO  other  cases.  As  rebutting  testimony  cannot  properly  be  taken  (see  Rule  14) 
until  '* after  the  proofii  on  the  part  of  the  defense''  (the  United  States)  *' shall  have 
been  closed,  when,  if  the  claimants  desire  to  take  rebutting  proof,  the  Commission  will 
accord  a  reasonable  time  therefor,"  the  Commission  granted  thirty  days  to  take  the 
rebntting  proof,  and  in  the  other  lOO/cases  extended  the  time  of  claimants  to  thirty 
days  more.  At  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  (Jnly  30)  the  testimony  on  both  sides 
would  be  closed  in  these  thirty-six  cases,  and  then,  under  the  rules,  by  the  10th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1^2,  these  thirty-six  additional  cases  should  have  been  briefed  and  submitted, 
making,  with  the  previous  twenty-seven  cases,  in  ail  sixty -three.  Indeed,  it  was  rea- 
sonable to  expect  that  from  the  153  cases  referred  to  in  the  order  of  May  6,  a  large  num- 
ber wonld  be  briefed  and  su\>mitted  for  decision  by  the  time  we  met  again,  on  the  3d 
of  October. 

Tbe  Commission  met  again  on  the  3d  of  October.  Between  the  30th  of  June  and  the 
3d  of  October  only  four  cases  had  been  submitted.  On  the  3d'of  October  two  more 
caaei  were  submitted — six  instead  of  sixty-three. 

On  account  of  illness  Mr.  de  Geofroy  was  not  able  to  attend  the  meetings  of  the 
Commitision  till  the  21st  of  October. 

NOTICE  OF  OCTOBER  21,    1882. 

5.  At  the  meeting  of  the  2Ist  of  October  the  Commission  made  the  following  state- 
ment: 

"The  Commissioners  have  had  under  c<insideration  the  matter  of  the  extension  of 
time  to  take  testimony.  Heretofore  the  Commission  has  been  liberal  in  afibrding 
both  sides  opportunities  to  complete  their  testimony;  but  the  limitation  put  upon 
the  continuance  of  this  tribunal  compels  us  to  be  hereafter  very  rigid  in  passing  upon 
Applications  for  further  time  to  take  testimony,  and  the  counsel  for  the  Governments, 
AQdall  other  parties  interested,  must  take  notice  that  hereafter  no  further  extension 
of  time  will  be  allowed,  except  upon  urgent  reasons  given,  properly  supported  by 
official  atatementa  or  affidavits." 

Motions  on  behalf  of  the  claimants  for  the  extension  of  time  to  take  testimony  con- 
tiooed  to  bo  made  by  the  French  counsel ;  and  at  the  meeting  of  November  11  the 
object  was  fully  discussed  by  the  counsel  of  both  Governments. 

On  the  13th  of  November  Mr.  Bontwell,  the  counsel  for  the  Unitod  States,  pre- 
Moted  a  statement  showing  the  condition  of  the  business  of  the  Commission  on  No- 
vember 12,  and  the  form  of  an  order  which  he  wished  the  Commission  to  adopt  in 
Keard  to  filing  briefs  and  granting  extensions  of  time  to  take  testimony.  The  conn- 
Mlfor  France  replied  to  the  statement,  and  presented  his  form  for  an  order  on  the  sub- 
ject 

It  was  obvious  that  some  general  order  must  be  made  limiting  the  time  for  taking 
teetimony  on  both  sides,  or  tne  business  of  the  Commission  could  not  be  finished  in 
the  time  prescribed  by  the  convention. 

It  farther  appeared  that  between  the  3d  of  October  and  the  20th  of  November,  a 
period  of  forty-eight  d^ys,  only  twelve  cases  had  been  briefed  and  submitted.  At 
tbatrate,  instead  of  closing  the  business  by  the  1st  of  July,  1883,  the  time  prescribed 
by  the  conventioj],  it  wonld  take  between  five  and  six  years  to  finish  the  business. 

It  was  plain  that  the  existing  rules  were  wholly  insufficient ;  and  the  practice  under 
^m  led  to  endless  delays,  and  wonld  defeat  the  objects  for  which  the  Commission 
^M  eetablisbed.  More  stringent  rules,  not  merely  requesting  more  briefs^  but  c«<v^it- 
ing  them  at  stated  periods,  were  necessary. 
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THX  ORDER  OF  KOVBMBBR  10,  1882. 

6.  For  these  reasons  the  order  of  NoTember  i20  was  adopted,  which  is  appended  t» 
this  report^  but  need  not  here  be  set  forth  in  fnU.  The  following  orders  which  rein- 
to  the  making  and  submitting  of  briefs  were  then  made: 

*^  Opinion  and  order  reUiiive  to  tht  hti$ine»8  of  ihe  ComtHi$9%on, 

**  When  the  order  of  May  6  was  made  it  was  expected  that  the  term  of  this  Com- 
mission  would  expire  on  the  22d  day  of  March,  1883.  The  order  then  made  contem- 
plated that  the  taking  of  testimony  should  cease  in  December,  1882,  so  that  the  eom- 
misaioners  should. have  three  months  after  all  the  testimony  was  taken  to  examin- 
and  decide  the  cases. 

''  Since  then  the  term  has  been  extended  to  July  1,  1883 — three  months  and  eight 
days. 

''This  extension  enables  us  to  extend  the  time  of  the  clalmanta  and  of  the  two 
Governments  for  takiojy;  t^timony  for  three  months  and  eight  days.  ^}^ 

''  The  question  now  is,  How  shall  we  proceed  to  distribute  this  time  among  the 
parties  so  as  best  to  promote  the  dispatch  of  business  and  to  enable  the  partieato  pre- 
sent all  their  testimony  f 

**1.  We  cannot  assume  that  the  Governments  will  again  extend  the  time  beyond 
July  1. 

'*  We  must  make  onr  order  on  that  basis,  that  the  Commission  will  not  extend  be- 
yond July  1. 

''  II.  There  will  probably  be  about  500  cases  to  be  examined  and  decided  by  the 
•ommissioners  between  this  date  and  the  first  of  next  July;  that  is,  about  three  easea 
for  every  working  day,  or  eighteen  cases  per  week. 

'*  To  complete  tbe  work  of  the  Commission  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  basfinea 
shall  be  so  arranged  aud  the  cases  ao  set  for  taking  testimony,  and  so  disposed  of  by 
counsel,  that  a  constant  supply  of  cases  ready  for  decision  shall  henceforth  be  fur- 
nished to  the  commissioners,  and  so  that  they  may  always  have  on  hand  daily  three 
eases  for  examination  and  decision. 

**  III.  There  are  now  sixty-seven  cases  closed  on  both  sides,  and  in  which  briefs 
ean  at  once  be  made. 

''It  is  ordered  that  in  these  cases  briefs  be  prepared, filed,  and  furnished  by  the 
•ounsel  of  the  French  Republic  to  the  counsel  of  the  United  States;  and  that  briefs 
in  reply  be  prepared,  filed,  and  furnished  by  the  counsel  of  the  United  States  to  Uie 
cou^isei  of  the  French  Republic,  as  follows  : 

"  Briefs  by  the  French  counsel :  8  by  November  25 :  10  additional  by  December  2 ;  10 
additional  by  December  9 ;  13  additional  by  December  16;  13  additional  by  December 
23;  13  additional  by  December  30. 

"  Replies  by  the  counsel  of  the  United  States :  8  by  December  2 ;  10  additional  by  De^ 
•ember  9;  10  additional  by  December  16 ;  ISadditionalby  December  23;  13  additional    ^ 
by  December  30 ;  13  additional  by  January  6,  1883. 

**  The  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  will,  upon  consultation  with  special  counsel^i^^ 
select  the  cases  in  which  briefs  are  to  be  prepared  as  above. 

"  If  the  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  shall  desire  to  file  briefs  in  reply  to  thoto^.,^ 
United  States  briefs,  he  must  do  so  within  one  week  from  the  day  on  which  he  receive 
the  United  States  briefs.    At  the  expiration  of  the  week  the  cases  will  be  deenx 
submitted  to  the  commissioners  for  decision,  unless  the  counsel  wish  to  be  beard  orally 
If  either  of  the  counsel  wish  to  be  heard  orally,  he  must  give  notice  in  writing  therec 
on  or  before  the  third  day  after  the  expiration  of  such  last  week  to  the  adverse  conm 
and  to  the  secretary,  who  will  inform  the  president  of  the  Commission.     The  coi 
miseioners  will  fix  a  day  for  such  hearing.    At  the  end  of  the  oral  arguments  the  ci 
will  be  considered  as  submitted. 

"After  the  30th  of  December  briefs  in  eighteen  cases  must  be  prepared  weekly 
the  French  counsel  aud  furnished  to  the  American  counsel,  and  briefs  in  re] 
weekly  by  the  American  counsel. 

"  The  cases  before  the  Commission  cannot  be  completed  and  decided  by  the  comi 
sioners  by  the  first  of  July  next  unless  the  weekly  average  of  eighteen  oases  be 
plied  to  the  commissioners  for  decision  after  December  30th." 

It  is  of  this  rule  that  the  French  counsel  say  it  **  has  been  productive  only  of  de^^ap 
and  confusion,  owing  to  the  utter  impossibility  of  understanding  or  of  carrj'in^^/'^ 
out." 

Is  this  true  T 

Could  not  the  French  counsel  and  the  special  counsel  for  claimants  nnderstancf 
that  they  were  required  to  furnish  eight  briefs  by  November  25th,  ten  by  DecenjlJer 
2d,  ten  by  December  9tb,  and  so  on  in  such  cases  as  the  French  cobnsel  might  BeJeet 
upon  consultation  with  claimant's  counsel,  instead  of  fiirnishing  in  all  cases  briefs  in 
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fifteen  days  after  the  cases  were  elosed,  as  required  by  the  original  rnlef   The  impos- 
sibility was  not  in  dndenftanding  either  the  old  rule  or  the  new  one,  or  in  carrying 
them  out.    The  tronble  arose  from  disregarding  them.    The  new  rule  requiring  a 
specific  number  of  hriefs  at  stated  periods  was  so  clear  and  exact  that  it  left  the  conn- 
sel  no  excuse  for  delay  or  neglect,  and  if  obeyed  wonld  secure  the  indispeuhable 
dispatch  of  bnsiness. 
In  no  other  respect  was  the  rule  as  to  the  preparation  of  briefs  changed. 
As  it  was  the  duty  of  the  French  counsel  to  take  the  initiative,  to  select  the  cases 
for  briefing  and  to  make  the  opening  brief,  his  right  and  his  duty  in  that  respect 
were  left  untouched  by  the  new  order.     Indfed,  the  order  expressly  stated:  **The 
counsel  of  the   French   Republic   will,  upon    consultation    with   special    counsel, 
select  the  cases  in  which  briefs  are  to  be  prepared  as  above."    The  special  counsel 
Goald  not  appear  before  us  except   through  the  French  counsel,  could  not  present 
their  briefs  to  as,  but  were  obliged  to  present  them  to  the  French  counsel,  who 
submitted  them  to  us  as  they  saw  fit.    Jt  was  for  him  therefore  to  consult  with  the 
special  counsel,  to  inform  them  of  whnt  our  rnles  required,  and  to  demand  compliance 
with  them.    We  could  make  onr  orders  only,  upon  him,  not  them,  and  require  obe- 
dience of  him,  not  them. 

In  this  order  there  was  nothing  obscure,  nothing  difficult  to  do.  If  obeyed,  the 
desired  dispatch  of  business  was  secured. 

We  waited  to  see  how  the  order  wonld  work.  If  it  furnished  us  *'the  constant 
supply  of  cases  ready  for  decision,'^  we  should  be  satisfied,  and  should  not  probably 
inqnire  as  to  the  exact  and  literal  compliance  with  the  rule. 

On  the  22d  of  November  six  cases  were  furnished,  and  we  hoped  we  should  gel 
esongh  to  keep  us  constantly  employed.  In  December  eighteen  cases  were  furnished. 
In  January  they  fell  off  to  seven.  In  February  there  were  only  eleven.  And  in 
Msreb,  up  to  the  15th,  there  were  only  three. 

On  the  15th  of  March  we  were  without  a  single  case  for  examination — the  *'con> 
sUnt  supply  "had  failed. 

In  the  preceding  statement  we  have  shown  that  these  orders  were  clear,  and  not  to- 
be  misunderstood  uy  any  one;  that  they  were  necessary  on  account  of  the  neglect  in 
foi^ishing  briefs  as  required  by  the  rules;  that  thfiy  were  well  calculated  to  speed  the 
dispatch  of  business,  and  that  tue  delays  in  submitting  briefs  have  been  occasioned,  not 
b^any  defect  in  the  rules,  but  by  the  negligence  of  the  parties  who  should  have  fur- 
nished them. 
« 

WHAT  THE  FRKNCH  COUNSEL  SHOULD  HAVE  DONE. 

7.  Bnt  on  this  point  we  mav  add,  if  there  were  auvthing  in  the  orders  which  seemed 
obscpre  and  conflicting  to  the  French  counsel,  why  did  they  not  state  to  the  Com- 
mission the  difficulties  they  encountered  in  understanding  and  applying  the  orders, 
or  their  difficulties  in  procuring  briefs  from  those  bound  to  comply  with  the  orders? 
If  the^  had  really  desired  the  dispatch  of  business  they  should  have  done  so,  and  the 
Commissioners  wonld  at  once  have  explained  or  modified  the  orders,  or  enforced  them 
*>y  iioal  decree,  and  thus  have  relieved  them.    Instead  of  this  they  have  quietly  ao- 
<lQie8ced  in  and  acted  under  the  order  uf  November  20  for  four  months,  and  until  the 
^h  of  March,  and  then  for  the  first  time,  instead  of  stating  their  alleged  difficul- 
ties, that  they  might  be  removed,  they  have  without  provocation  assailed  the  Com- 
mission with  groundless  charges  and  erroneous  assertions,  and  present  these  as  ex- 
^iisesfor  not  complying  with  the  rules  of  the  Commission  requiring  briefs. 

V. 

^'  THE  ALLEGED  INCONSISTENCY  IN  OUR  DECISIONS  IN  REGARD  TO  THE  FORFEITURE 
OF  FRENCH  CITIZENSHIP  *'  BY  AN  ESTABLISHMENT  IN  A  FOREIGN  COUNTRY  WITH- 
OUT INTENT  TO  RETURN,"   UNDER  SEC.    17,   CHAP.   II,   CODE  CIVIL. 

!•  Thfi  Commission  hold  that  mere  residence  and  verbal  declarations  of  an  intent 
Jot  to  return  are  insufficient  to  work  a  forfeiture  of  French  nationality.  There  must 
?®  a  declaration  in  writing  before  a  court  of  record,  sworn  to  by  the  claimant,  of  an 
^tent  to  remain  here  and  become  a  citizen,  like  the  declaration  of  intention  to  be- 
^Bie  a  citizen,  which  is  the  first  step  in  naturalization.  Mere  verbal  declarations 
change  from  time  to  time,  and  are  easily  proved  to  be  one  thing  to-day  and  another 
**ing  to-morrow. 

2-  They  hold' further  that  the  written  declaration  of  an  intent  to  become  a  citizen 
jQd  to  remain  here,  though  requisite,  is  not  conclusive  proof  of  the  intent  to  remaiii 

•ana  esprit  de  retour,"  when  the  evidence  shows  that  the  party  after  making  his 
'l^laration  changed  his  intention  (as  he  had  the  right  to  do;,  refused  to  perfect  bis 
^.^tnralization,  and  always  after  claimed  and  reserved  his  right  to  remain  a  French 
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Id  Parrenin'tt  case  (No.  62)  there  was  no  written  cleolaration,  bnt  onlj  rerlMJ  dee- 
larations  of  an  intent  to  remain  and  not  to  return  to  France,  accompanied  with  tha 
declaration,  **  I  have  never  intended  to  become  an  American  citiasen ;  I  have  always 
wished  to  preserve  jny  nationality."    Hence  we  held  him  to  be  a  French  citizen. 

In  Omer's  case  (No.  ^28A)  he  savs,  "  I  have  never  renonnced  my  allegiance  to  France. 
Some  time  before  the  war  I  maae  application  for  naturalization  papers  in  the  cirooit 
conrt,  but  the  application  never  was  perfected,  and  I  have  never  taken  an  oath  to 
any  other  Government.  It  is  not  clear  whether  he  means  that  he  applied  for  papers 
declaring  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  and  renounce  allegiance  to  France  and 
this  was  not  perfected,  or  that  he  made  his  declaration  of  intontion  but  did  not  per- 
fect his  naturalization  by  taking  the  second  stop.  If  the  first,  his  case  was  lil^e 
Parrenin's ;  but  if  the  last,  though  prima  facie  sufficient,  it  was  rebutted  by  proof 
that  he  haa  changed  his  intention  and  always  claimed  publicly  to  be  a  FYench  oitizea 
for  more  thsu  twenty  years,  and  was  regarded  by  his  neighbors  as  a  French  citizen. 
Upon  the  whole  evideuce  we  thought  that  his  application  for  naturalization  papers 
before  the  war,  even  if  construed  to  be  a  declaration  of  iutontion  (which  was'  doubt- 
ful), was  fully  rebutted  by  his  uuiform  conduct  to  the  contrary  for  more  than  twenty 
years,  and  we  therefore  held  him  to  be  a  French  citizen. 

In  Huot's  case  (No.  535)  the  French  counsel  charges  the  Commission  with  a  want 
of  consistoncy  in  tbeir  decisions,  because  '^  the  facts  affecting  the  question  of  jurisdic- 
tion were  practically  siuiilar  to  those  developed  in  the  cases  of  Parrenin  ana  Omer," 
and  yet  we  refused  to  consider  him  a  French  citizen.  1.  Mr.  Huot  was  asked  (record, 
p.  26),  **  Have  you  ever  filed  a  declaration  of  intontion  to  become  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States ;  and  if  so,  where  and  when  f ''  Answer :  '^  I  have,  in  Femandina,  Fla., 
in  1876,  before  Judge  Hillyer,  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  in  Nassau  Couutv,  Florida." 
Co  page  61  of  the  record  the  declaration  is  shown,  '*I,  C.  H.  Huot,  do  declare  on  oath 
that  it  is  my  bona  fide  iutontion  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  Statos  and  to.je- 
nounce  forever  all  allegiance  and  fidelity  to  all  and  any  foreign  prince,  potontato, 
stato,  and  sovereignty  whatsoever,  and  particularly  t<o  the  Republic  of  France. — C.  ft. 
Huot." 

Here,  then,  is  the  written  declaration  which  did  not  exist  in  Parrenin's  case — ^ths 
indispensable  requisite  to  prove  an  *' establishment  without  intent  to  return." 

2.  But  as  this  only  made  a  prima  facie  case  we  must  look  farther  and  ascertain 
whether  then^  may  not  be  evideuce  to  prove  that  he  had  changed  his  intontion  to  re- 
main in  this  country. 

He  was  asked  (p.  26) :  **  Is  it  your  intontion  to  remain  in  this  country  T"  Answer. 
'*  It  is  my  present  intontion  to  remain."  He  went  to  France  in  1863  on  a  visit  and 
staid  about  two  months.  He  was  asked,  **  When  you  visited  France,  as  mentioned 
in  your  direct  examination,  was  it  with  the  intention  of  returning  to  the  United 
States?"    Answer,  "It  was  my  intontion  to  return." 

There  was  no  evidence  to  show  an  intent  to  return  to  France  or  an  intont  not  to 
become  a  citizen  of  the  Unitod  States,  but  the  contrary  was  fully  shown. 

This  case,  instead  of  being  **  similar  to  that  of  Parrenin  and  Omer  in  the  facts  affec 
ing  the  question  of  jurisdiction,"  is  totally  unlike  it  on  that  vital  point. 

In  the  cases  of  Ooulon  (182)  and  Dubos  (26)  the  alleged  inconsistoncy  is  very 
scurely  stated.    The  allegation  is  that  though  Colon  was  brutally  wounded  whil^ 


resisting  the  capture  of  his  property  upon  his  own  premises  (as  if  the  military  a 
thorities  of  the  United  Stotes  were  making  **  the  capture"),  yet  we  rejected  his  claim 
while  we  allowed  the  claim  of  Dubos,  who  was  arrested  and  imprisoned  by  Gene 
Butler. 

In  Coulon's  case  there  were  two  witnesses  to  the  main  facto — Madame  Couloii,  t 
claimant,  and  Madame  Hemard. 

Madame  Coulon's  tostimony,  where  she  differs  from  Madame  Hemard,  we  thougV*; 
unreliable.    Madame  Hemard  tostified  that  about  forty  negro  soldiers  came  into  I 
orange  grove ;  that  '*  they  came  in  pell-mell;  one  jumped  the  fence;  others  came 
the  gate ;  I  did  not  see  any  officers ;  all  were  colored."    They  were  stealing  oran 
and  breaking  the  trees,    uonlon  told  them  to  stop.    One  of  the  colored  soldiers 
him  it  was  none  of  his  business.    I  told  Mr.  Coulon  he  had   bettor  go  away, 
colored  soldier  told  him  if  he  did  not  go  away  he  would  shoot  him."    He  then  s 
him. 

We  can  allow  onlv  *' claims  arising  out  of  acto  committod  by  the  civil  or  mill 
authorities  of  the  Unitod  States."    Such  are  the  words  of  the  convention. 

The  statoment  of  the  case  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  enough  to 
that  the  act  was  not  committed  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  States,  but  was 
brutal  act  of  a  lawless  negro  soldier.    No  officer  was  present  at  this  alleged  *^  capti 
of  his  property,  and  the  '*  capture"  was  stealing  oranges. 

In  Dubos's  case  the  act  was  committod  by  General  Butler,  and  waa  approved  by  Kr. 
Seward  and  President  Lincoln. 

The  Governments  which  have  estoblished  this  Commission,  npon  considering  th§ 
facte  here  stoted;  will  not  fail  to  observe  how  constant  and  frequent  have  been  our 
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>  dispatch  the  busiaess  of  the  Commission,  and  that  the  delays  in  Wking  tes- 
in  submitting  oases,  and  presenting  briefs  have  not  arisen  from  anj^thing 
emitted  by  the  Commissioners.  If  we  have  been  in  error  it  is  that  we  have 
•  indulgent  to  claimants  in  granting  extensions  of  time  to  take  their  testi- 
Q  error  which  it  ill  becomes  the  counsel  of  the  claimants  to  complain  of. 

Baron  dk  ARINOS, 
Brazilian  dommisnoner, 

A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commisnoner  on  the  pari  of  the  United  States, 

ar  in  the  conclusions  of  my  colleagues,  although  I  do  not  follow  them  in  all 
ilopmente  and  particulars  into  which  they  have  entered, 
believing  that  some  time  might  possibly  have  been  saved  in  studying  the 
ise  ^"arrest  and  imprisonment ^^  I  find  the  reproach  of  delay  entireh  un- 
in  tne  "  slaves  question,"  in  which,  it  seems  to  me,  the  counsel  lost  them- 
I  the  labyrinth  of  their  roundabout  proceedings. 

my  opinion,  the  charge  of  delay  in  the  'territorial  jurisdiction  question''  is 
mfounded. 

ard  to  the  accusation  of  ''  Inconsistency  in  th^  decisions,''  I  might  consider 
B  not  directly  brought  in  question ;  my  votes  up  to  this  day  have  always  been 
ent.''  However,  I  cannot  help  agreeing  with  mv  colleaf^ues  that  the  euumer- 
reu  by  the  counsel  for  France  in  the  section  3(i  of  their  paper  is  itself  suffl* 
iacohereut."  For  instance,  one  does  n  >t  understand  what  is  the  affinity  they 
L  between  Coulon'scase  and  that  of  Dubos's. 

ftvinff  aside  details  I  avail  mvself  of  the  occasion  to  decline  the  absolute 
m  of  so-called  ^'cousist-ency''  that  the  counsel  would  pretend  to  impose 
that  is  to  say,  of  deciding  cases  that  are  in  some  respects  similar  as  if  they 
Ice  in  all.  The  cases  submitted  to  the  Commission's  judgment  are  very  seldom 
I;  all  present  particular  circumstances  which  determine  the  Commissioners' 
;  so  one  has  no  right  to  reproach  them  as  **  incoherent*'  because  they  decide 
)rent  manner  dilfei^nt  oases. 

the  orders,  I  have  signed  them  with  my  colleagues,  and  I  accept  entirely  my 
ihe  responsibility. 

lually  inadmissible  to  lay  the  fault  upon  these  orders  so  as  to  justify  the  pro- 
tion  in  the  submission  of  the  claims  and  to  assume  that  successive  orders  have 
1  the  niles.  The  orders  have  been  made  because  the  agent  and  counsel  on 
ts  were  not  observing  the  rules,  and  to  try  to  bring  them  back  to  the  rules; 
U)  remedy  the  inertia,  wherever  it  came  from.    If  they  have  not  been  efflca- 

>  fault  is  with  those  who  have  not  been  willing  to  regard  them. 

is  absolutely  reversing  matters  to  assume  to  dictate  to  the  Commissioners 
ties,  to  contend  by  a  false  interpretation  of  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  that 
T  province  to  see  after  the  presentation  of  the  claims ;  in  short,  to  require  the 
iioners  to  perform  the  duties  which  have  been  assigned  to  the  agent  and 

ity  of  the  agent  and  counsel  is  to  prepare  and  present  the  claims  according 
lies:  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  is  to  decide  them  afterwards  in  the  order 
ley  believe  to  be  proper.  No  argument  can  prevail  which  seeks  to  change 
iuction  of  duties  and  to  shift  responsibilities. 

^hey  pretend,  the  agent  and  counsel  have  no  power  to  compel  the  claimants 
r  special  attorneys,  will  the  commissioners  be  more  able  to  do  so  f  Can  the 
ioners  step  into  their  place  and  hunt  for  the  claimants  f  The  agent  and 
forget  that  it  is  only  through  them  that  the  commissioners  can  have  oon!!na- 
with  the  claimants. 

elusion,  I  join  with  my  colleagues  in  rejecting  the  charges  preferred  against 
mission.  I  find  the  language  used  in  the  paper  presented  to  be  disrespectful. 
X  protest  in  particular  against  the  loss  of  precious  time  occasioned  by  such 
ontroversy. 

LOUIS  DE  GEOFROY, 
Commi$8ioner  on  the  part  of  the  French  Bepublic, 

■ 

ORDBR  OF  NOVEMBER  20,   18^. 

the  order  of  May  6  was  made  it  was  expected  that  the  term  of  this  Com- 
vould  expire  on  the  22d  day  of  March,  1883.  The  order  then  made  contem- 
lat  the  taking  of  testimony  should  cease  in  December,  1882,  so  that  the 
oners  should  have  three  months  afcer  all  the  testimony  was  taken  to  examine 
ie  the  cases. 
then  the  term  has  been  extended  to  July  1,  1883 — three  months  and  eight 
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This  extension  enables  ub  to  extend  the  time  of  the  claimants  and  of  the  two  60^ 
ernments  for  taking  testimony  for  three  months  and  eight  days.    ' 

The  question  now  is,  How  shall  we  proceed  to  distribute  this  time  among  the  p^ 
ties  so  as  best  to  promote  the  dispatch  of  business  and  to  enable  the  parties  to  prese^] 
all  their  testimony  f 

I.  We  cannot  assume  that  the  Governments  will  again  extend  the  time  beyoi 
July  1. 

We  mnst  make  our  order  on  that  basis,  that  the  Commission  will  not  extend  beyoi 

July  1. 

II.  There  will  probably  be  about  five  hundred  cases  to  be  examined  and  decided  ] 
the  commissioners  between  this  date  and  the  1st  of  next  July ;  that  is,  about  tii^i 
cases  for  every  workins  day,  or  eighteen  cases  per  week. 

To  complete  the  work  of  the  Commission  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  hxts 
uess  shall  be  so  arranged  and  the  cases  so  set  for  taking  testimony,  and  so  disposed  c 
by  counsel,  that  a  constant  supply  of  cases  ready  for  decision  shall  henceforth  be  fai 
nished  to  the  commissioners,  and  so  that  they  may  always  have  on  hand,  daily,  thre 
cases  for  examination  and  decision. 

III.  There  are  now  sixty-seven  cases  closed  on  both  sides,  and  in  which  brieftccfc 
at  once  be  made. 

It  is  ordered  that  in  these  cases  briefs  be  prepared,  iiled,  and  furnished  by  the  couci 
sel  of  the  French  Republic  to  tb«4  counsel  of  the  United  States,;  and  that  brieft  a- 
reply  be  prepared,  filed,  and  furnished  by  the  counsel  of  the  United  States  to  th^ 
counsel  of  the  French  Republic,  as  follows : 

Bri^s  by  the  French  coun9el :  Eight  by  November  25 ;  10  additional  by  December  ^ 
10  additional  b^  December  9 ;  13  additional  by  December  16 ;  13  additional  by  Decent 
ber  23 ;  13  additional  by  December  30. 

Rmlies  by  the  covnselof  tne  United  States :  Eight  by  December  2;  10  additional  by  D^ 
cemberO;  10  a4ditional  by  December  26;  13  additional  by  December  23;  ISadd^ 
tional  by  December 23:  13  additional  by  January  6,  1883. 

The  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  will,  upon  consultation  with  special  coan8e<4 
select  the  cases  in  which  briefs  are  to  be  prepared  as  above. 

If  the  counsel  of  the  French  Republic  i^hall  desire  to  file  briefs  in  reply  to  the  Unites 
States  briefs  he  must  do  so  within  one  week  from  the  day  on  whicn  he  receives  tk: 
United  States  briefs.  At  the  expiration  of  the  week  the  cases  will  be  deemed  soV 
mitted  to  the  commissioners  for  decision  unless  the  counsel  wish  to  be  heard  orally 
If  either  of  the  counsel  wish  to  be  heard  orally  he  must  give  notice  in  writing  there^ 
on  or  before  the  third  day  after  the  expiration  of  such  last  week  to  the  advert 
counsel  and  to  the  secretary,  who  will  inform  the  president  of  the  Commission.  Tf 
commissioners  will  fix  a  day  for  such  hearing.  At  the  end  of  the  oral  argoments  iZ» 
ease  will  be  considered  as  submitted. 

After  the  30th  of  December  briefs  in  18  cases  must  be  prepared  weekly  by  f^ 
French  counsel  and  furnished  to  the  American  counsel,  and  briefs  in  reply  weekly 
the  American  counsel. 

The  cases  before  the  Commission  cannot  be  completed  and  decided  by  the  comiE=: 
sioners  by  the  first  of  July  next  unless  the  weekly  average  of  eighteen  caaes  be  s-  ^ 
plied  to  the  commissioners  for  decision  after  December  30. 

IV.  Besides  the  sixty-seven  cases  closed  on  both  sides,  there  are  one  hundred  ^ 
thirty-one  cases  closed  by  claimants.  It  is  ordered  that  these  cases  receive  the  x 
mediate  attention  of  the  counsel  of  the  United  States,  and  the  testimony  be  tsaSri 
and  the  cases  closed  as  soon  as  possible  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  so  thafe  tk 
rebutting  testimony  of  the  claimants  may  be  taken  and  the  cases  closed  on  both  sidei 
at  as  early  a  date  as  possible.  A  sufficient  number  should  be  closed  on  both  sides  by 
December  30  to  furnish  at  least  eighteen  cases  weekly  thereafter  for  submission  (« 
the  commissioners.  The  United  States  must  close  their  testimony  in  twenty-ire 
cases  by  December  10,  and  in  forty  more  cases  by  December  24. 

As  foist  as  the  taking  of  testimony  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  is  elosed  in  the 
cases  closed  by  claimants  (and  which  are  estimated  as  above  as  being  one  hundred 
and  thirty-one),  notice  thereof  shall  be  immediately  given  to  the  French  oouuselor 
agent,  and  the  claimants  in  such  cases  shall  take  their  testimony  in  rebuttal  within 
thirty  days  from  the  day  such  notice  is  given. 

V.  It  is  ordered  that  in  the  cases  closed  by  claimants  June  30,  1882  {which  are  esti- 
mated at  one  hundred  and  eight),  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  may  have  till  the 
3d  day  of  January  for  the  taking  of  testimony.  On  that  day  the  taking  of  testimoDy 
for  the  United  States  must  close  in  all  of  those  cases. 

In  all  other  cases  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  may  have  to  and  incluaiTeof 
the  3d  day  of  February  to  take  testimony  on  behalf  of  the  United  States.  On  that 
day  the  taking  of  testimony  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  must  close. 

From  this  date  to  the  3d  of  February  the  time  is  appropriated  to  the  taking  of  teeti- 
money  by  the  United  States.  And  the  claimants  are  not  permitted  to  take  testimony, 
either  in  chief  in  support  of  their  claims,  or  in  rebuttal;  except  in  rebuttal  in  the 
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idred  and  thtrty-oue  cases  above  inentioned,  when  Dotlee  is  given  by  the 
States  counsel  that  the  taking  of  testimony  is  closed  on  the  part  of  the  United 
mentioned  or  by  stipulation  with  the  United  States  counsel,  or  in  cases  of 
uecessitiy.  by  application  to  the  commissioners,  and  upon  special  order, 
the  3d  of  February  and  until  the  10th  of  March  the  claimants  may  take  testl- 
I  rebuttal.    At  that  time  (March  10)  their  taking  of  testimony  in  rebuttal 

the  5th  of  February  to  the  10th  of  March  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 
y  take  testimony  on  bebali  of  the  United  States,  except  by  stipulation  with 
isel  of  the  French  Republic,  or,  in  eases  of  special  necessity,  by  application  to 
missiouers  and  upon  special  order.  , 

Q  the  one  hundred  and  twenty-six  cases  in  which  the  claimants  have  taken  no 
ijr,  it  is  ordered-*- 

Li  the  claimants  intend  and  desire  to  take  testimony  they  must  present  an 
ion  for  leave  to  take  testimony,  must  set  forth  by  affidavit  the  cause  of  their 
I  not  taking  testimony  heretofore,  and  mast  show  that  they  have  not  been 
it  therein,  and  file  the  same  with  the  Secretary  and  give  notice  to  adverse 
nent  by  the  10th  day  of  December. 

dverse  Government  mav  have  till  December  20  to  answer  the  same. 
ase  of  St.  Romaiu  against  the  United  States,  No.  703,  being  of  this  class,  is 
to  this  order. 

Notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  testimony,  '&c.,  instead  of  eighteen 
to  be  six  days  for  any  place  within  1,500  miles  of  Washington,  and  one  day 
[  250  additional  miles. 

ARINOS, 
GEOFROY, 
A.  0.  ALDIS. 
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nr  THB  MATTER  OF  TBB  DISPATCH  OF  BUSINfeSS. 

bllowing  extract  is  t«ken  from  thejproo^  verbal  of  the  Commission : 
>  President  of  the  Commission  then  made  the  following  statement : 
ce  the  22d  of  January  last  only  fourteen  cases  have  been  submitted  to  the  Com- 
.  for  its  judgment.    At  this  time  there  are  no  briefs  awaiting  our  consideration. 
'  of  this  fact  my  colleagues,  as  well  as  myself,  wish  to  urge  it  upon  counsel  to 
more  brie£i,  and  that  as  soon  as  possible ;  and  that  this  may  be  properly  en- 
the  secretaries  are  requested  to  enter  this  statement  upon  the  record/' 
ates  of  the  Commission,  March  15,  1883.) 

lis  announcement  indicates  that  the  commissioners  are  perplexed  and  disap- 
[  at  the  want  of  dispatch  and  progress  in  the  business  before  the  Commission, 
1  for  the  French  Republic  proposes,  by  way  of  answer  and  information,  to  sng- 
ne  of  the  causes  which,  in  his  opinion,  have  largely  contributed,  if  they  have 
duced,  the  results  of  wbich  the  commissioners  now  complain, 
ig  these  causes,  and  in  their  order,  may  be  enumerated,  numerous  delays  in 
termination  of  questions  of  jurisdiction  and  principle,  which  affected  olafsses  of 

p.  The  delay  and  interruption  incident  to  the  discussion  and  the  disposition  of— 

The  so-called  territorial  jurisdiction  question. 

rhe  ownership  of  slaves  question. 

lie  arrest  and  imprisoumeut  question. 

Ddly.  The  multiplication  and  substitution  of  general  and  sometimes  inconsist- 

i  incoherent  orders  materially  affecting  and  in  some  instances  overrnlitig  the 

f  practice  published  to  the  world  at  its  organization  as  the  law  of  the  Commis- 

dly.  A  want  of  consistency  and  uniformity  in  the  decisions  and  rulings  of  the 

iasion. 

inevitable  tendency  of  all  this  has  been  to  inspire  claimants  and  their  attor- 

ith  doubt  and  want  of  confidence,  which  has  resulted  in  the  withholding  of 

I. 

» 

TERRITORIAL  JURISDICTION. 

The  docket  of  the  Commission  and  the  record  show  that  this  issue  was  made  on 
th  of  January,  18^,  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Joseph^ 
reau  v.  The  United  States,  No.  43,  and  the  same  was  sustained  and  the  claim 
»wed  by  two  commissioners  on  the  28th  of  February,  16^,  a^  1io\l^\^i^i\\l^^•^ 
rial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 


260  FBENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

Subsequently,  on  the  let  of  April,  1882,  two  commiaeioners  decided  to  refer  the 
qneetion  to  tbe  respective  Govemmeuts  for  determination.  On  the  13th  day  of  May, 
18^  a  communication  was  received  from  the  two  Govemments,  overruling  the  posi- 
tion of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  and  repudiating  the  principle  and  grounds 
'upon  which  two  commissioners  had  dismissed  the  claim  of  Chourreau. 

•  On  the  same  day  the  decision  reached  in  Chourreau  was  set  aside,  in  conformity 
with  the  declaration  of  the  Governments. 

From  the  10th  of  January,  1882,  to  the  13th  day  of  May,  1882,  a  period  of  four 
months,  was  lost.  Pending  the  discussion  of  this  issue,  claimants  whose  casea  would 
be  ruled  by  the  decision  hesitated  to  proceed  and  declined  to  submit  their  cases. 

(Statement  of  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  filed  April  13,  1882.) 

THB  0WNKR8HIP  OF  SLAVES  QUB8TI0X. 

(5)  This  issue,  which  affected  a  large  majority  of  claims,  was  also  raised  by  the 
counsel  for  the  United  States  on  demurrer  in  the  cases  of  De  Laureal,  No.  97,  ai|d 
Bleze  Mote,  No.  282,  on  tbe  14th  and  16th  days  of  February,  1882.  On  the  12th  day 
of  May,  1882,  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  moved  the  aismissal  of  the  demurrera 
interposed  by  the  United  States  in  these  cases  as  **  frivolous." 

On  Uie  23d  day  of  May,  1882,  the  commissioners  took  the  subject  under  advisement; 
but  up  to  this  date  the  determination  of  this  jurisdictionalquestion,  which  it  is  the 
usage  of  courts  and  commissions  on  such  issues  to  dispose  of  in  limine,  remained  in 
abeyance  or  in  the  bosom  of  the  commissioners  until  the  3d  day  of  January,  1883. 
On  that  day,  and  in  making  an  award  in  favor  of  the  claimant  Pierre  Nougui  (No. 
323)  V.  The  United  States,  the  president  announced  that,  in  deciding  that  case,  ''he,  ihe 
president,  and  the  commissioner  on  the  part  of  France,  overruled  the  objections 
raised  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  to  the  claim  grounded  upon  the  allejeed 
ownership  of  slaves  by  the  claimant." 

(Minutes  January  3,  1883.) 

During  all  this  time,  that  is,  from  the  14th  day  of  February,  1882,  to  the  3d  day  of 
January,  1883,  a  period  of  nearly  twelve  months,  a  majority  of  the  claimants  were 
le^  in  absolute  ignorance  and  doubt  whether  the  commissioner's  would  take  jurisdic- 
tion of  their  cases.  Meanwhile  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  was  urging  a  de- 
cision. In  that  condition  and  situation  of  affairs  claimants  or  their  attorneys  could 
not  be  expected  to  undergo  labor  and  expense  to  take  testimony  on  the  merits  and 
to  prepare  cases  which  might  be  excluded  from  consideration  on  a  question  of  law. 

THB  AKRE8T  AND  IMPRISONMENT  QUESTION. 

(o)  On  the  17th  day  of  June,  1882,  the  case  of  Du  Bos  t;.  The  United  States  w; 
submitted,  and  on  the  5th  day  of  March,  1883 — a  gap  of  nine  months — ^two  commis- 
sioners awarded  claimant  the  sum  of  eight  hundred  dollars — a  sum  which  will  do 
probably  compensate  for  the  time,  labor,  and  expense  incurred  in  prosecuting  t 
case. 

n. 

THE  MULTIPUCATION  OF  aENERAL  ORDEBS  INCONSISTENT  WITH  THE  RULES. 

In  the  opinion  of  counsel  this  method  of  procedure  has  been  productive  only  of  de!  __ 

and  confusion,  owing  to  the  utter  il^possibility  of  understanding  or  of  carrying  ow-  ^vc 
the  several  orders. 

Unless  there  be  a  recognized  and  inflexible  practice,  there  cannot  exist  anythi^Knzu 
deserving  the  name  of  law. 

Whenever  the  practice  of  a  tribunal  varies  the  law  is  vague  and  uncertain, 
where  tbe  law  is  vague  and  uncertain  justice  Is  a  stranger. 

Since  the  soundness  of  these  principles  cannot  be  questioned,  it  may  be  asse ^ 

that  the  orders  of  May  6,  1882,  and  of  November  20, 1882,  in  settiufj^  aside  some  of^t^e 
most  vital  rules  adopted  by  this  Commission,  have  created  confusion,  and  instead^  of 
tending  to  facilitate  the  dispatch  of  business,  have  greatly  embarrassed  it. 

III. 

A  WANT  OF   CONSISTENCY  AND    UNIFORMITY  IN    THE  JURISPRUDENCE  OF  THE  COJf- 

MISSION. 

In  proof  of  this  it  is  only  necessary  to  cite  two  or  three  instances  by  way  of  iUaS' 
tration : 

In  the  case  of  Parrenin  v.  The  United  States,  No.  62,  where  the  claimant  testified 
that  he  had  no  intention  of  returning  to  France — ^and  where  the  question  of  ^prii  de 
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*  Tfiour  was  fdUy  presented  an4  argaed — two  commissioners,  on  the  27th  of  Jnne^  1682, 
recognized  the  claimant  as  a  citizen  of  France,  amd  made  an  award  in  his  favor. 

In  the  case  of  Omer  v.  The  United  States,  No.  284,  where  the  claimant  had  declared 
his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  had  voted  at  municipal 
elections,  the  three  commissioners,  on  the  12th  January,  1882,  recognized  claimant  as 
a  citizen  of  France,  and  made  an  award  in-  his  favor. 

In  the  case  Hnot  v.  The  United  States,  No.  535— apparautly  a  stronger  cas&— 
where  the  facts  affectingthe  question  of  jurisdiction  ware  practically  similar  to  those 
developed  in  the  cases  ofParrenin  and  Omer,  two  commissioners,  on  the  20th  February, 
1882,  refused  to  consider  claimant  as  a  citizen  of  France,  and  dismissed  his  claim  for 
want  of  jurisdiction. 

In  the  case  of  Adele  Coulon  v.  The  United  States,  No.  182,  where  the  testimony 
showed  that  claimant's  husband  had  been  brutally  wounded  and  maimed  while  re- 
nsting  the  capture  of  his  property  upon  his  own  premises,  two  commissioners,  on  the 
S8thof  June,  1882,  disallowed  the  claim. 

In  the  case  of  Du  Bos  r.  The  United  States,  No.  26,  where  claimant  was  arrested  and 
imprisoned  by  General  Butler  for  about  ten  weeks,  two  commissioners,  on  the  5th  of 
March,  1883,  made  an  award  in  favor  of  claimapt  tor  f800. 

THE  DUTIB8  OF  THS  COMMIBSIONBRS. 

The  commissioners  have  been  vested  by  the  Convention  of  January  15,  1880,  with 
the  exclusive  power  *'  to  investigate  and  decide  said  claima  in  such  order  and  in  such 
mtnner  as  they  may  think  proper.    (See  Article  V.) 

Uuder  this  article  of  the  Convention  it  is  for  the  Commission  to  take  the  necessarv 
>teps  to  provide  for  the  dispatch  of  business ;  neither  agents  nor  counsel  have  compnl- 
loiy  process  to  bring  cases  before  the  Commission. 

WHAT  POUCY  HAS  BEEN  PURSUED  BT  COUNSEL  FOR  THE  FRENCH  REPUBLIC. 

On  the  25th  of  January,  1882,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic  moved  the  Com- 
Buasion  to  issue  such  order  as  it  might  deem  proper  to  expedite  business,  and  sug- 
gested the  following  form  of  order — that  is  to  say : 

"1.  That  on  January  27,  and  at  the  hour  of  12  noon,  and  on  the  following  days. 
ODtil  the  whole  docket  has  been  gone  through,  the  secretaries  shall  proceed  to  call 
^e  claims  as  recorded  in  their  respective  dockets,  in  the  order  in  which  said  claims 
we  been  presented  to  the  Commission :  and  that  whenever  a  claim  is  reached  which 
'•not  ready  for  final  submission,  cause  for  obtaining  further  delay  must  be  shown  by 
^  OD  hehalf  of  claimants,  or  of  the  defendant  Government,  and  the  Commission  will 
^Mide  what  extension  of  time,  if  any,  shall  be  granted. 

"2.  On  and  after  the  1st  of  March  next,  all  demurrers  will  be  reserved  for  decision 
'WbeQ  cases  are  submitted  on  the  merit-s.'' 

And,  in  support  of  his  motion,  as  aforesaid,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic 
'^e  some  remarks,  which  he  conclued  as  follows : 

"Let  us  fully  underiBtand  the  meaning  of  the  motion.  It  is  intended  to  lay  down  a 
Pltnfor  work,  and  not  merely  to  ascertain  the  condition  of  the  calendar.  What  I  am 
^deavoring  to  find  is  some  arrangement  for  the  disposition  of  these  cases.  The  time 
*•«  come,  after  one  year's  preparation,  to  dispose  ot  them. 

''1  say  to  my  friend  that  if  these  cases  are  not  decided  before  the  23d  of  December, 
^^,  the  laches  will  be  charged  to  one  side  or  the  other,  and  the  side  on  which  the  charge 
^  beiog  guilty  of  laches  will  rest  will  be  held  rOsponsible  for  the  miscarriage  of  this 
^mmission.  If  there  were  cases  presented  to  this  Commission,  and  which  should  not 
^▼e  been  disposed  of  by  reason  of  the  failure  of  the  United  States  to  comply  with  the 
^es,then  I  should  say  that,  in  my  Judgment,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
^oald  be  responsible.  Such  are  the  reasons  why  I  ask  the  Cotnmission  to  adopt  this 
^totiou." 

The  Commission  ordered  the  call  of  the  docket,  but  instead  of  enacting  such  meas- 
^^  as  would  have  resulted  in  the  speedy  disposition  of  each  case,  the  Commission 
^ered  that  "  When  the  whole  docket  had  been  called  the  commissioners  will  make 
JJch  orders  as  may  be  required  for  the  dispatch  of  business."  (See  minutes,  January 
^jl8y2,  p.  2.)  After  the  empty  formality  of  the  call  of  the  docket  had  been  gone 
^agh,  that  is  to  say,  on  the  10th  of  February,  1882,  the  counsel  for  the  French  Re- 
^Wic  made  the  following  motion  : 

/'I.  That  this  honorable  Commission  order  that  all  the  cases  now  closed  on  both 
*^c«  shall  be  submitted  to  them  for  final  determination  within  the  next  forty  days. 

"^  That  on  the  15th  day  of  April  next  a  second  call  of  the  docket  shall  be  made, 
**  which  time  appropriate  measures  shall  be  adopted  to  further  expedite  business." 

Said  motion  was  not  acted  upon ;  instead  of  enforcing  the  rules,  as  should  have 
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been  done,  the  Commission  aaccessively  enacted  the  orders  of  May  6, 1882.  and  Kotos-  • 
ber  20,  1882. 

In  conclnsion,  it  is  respectfdlly  submitted  that  nothine  short  of  an  immediate  adop- 
tion of  the  proposi  tion  made  by  the  counsel  for  the  Frencn  Republic  on  the  25th  of  Jib- 
nary,  1882,  can  save  this  Commission  from  failure. 

FACTS  AND  STATISTICS. 

It  is  furthw  submitted  that  a  careful  inyestigation  of  the  work  accomplished  up  to 
the  1st  instant  shows  the  following  facts : 

1.  Cases  disposed  of 810 

2.  Amount  claimed  as  principal $2,941,909 

3.  Sums  awarded  (excluding  interest) 9*?7,870 

which  awards  represent  0.95  per  cent,  of  the  snms  claimed. 
The  result  reached  thus  far  is  so  satisfactory  that  we  forbear  comment. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBRUN, 

Counsel  for  the  French  BepahUiL 
ALEX.  PORTER  MORSE, 

Aaeietant  Coune^. 
Washington,  March  19,  1883. 


No.  50. 

Minutes  of  the  session  held  July  11, 18S1. 

Office  of  the  Commission,  No.  1518  H  Street, 

Washington,  July  lU  1881. 

Parsuant  to  adjonrDment,  the  Commission  met  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Present :  Baron  de  Arinos,  president,  and  Hon.  A.  O.  Aldis,  commis- 
sioners ;  Monsieur  Grimaud  de  Caux,  agent  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Republic ;  Monsieur  de  Chambrun,  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  French 
Bepublic ;  a  u    the  secretaries. 

In  the  absence  of  Mr.  Boutwell,  Mr.  Davis,  the  assistant  couDsel,  rep- 
resented the  United  States. 

The  minutes  of  the  preceding  meeting  were  read  and  approved. 

The  president  then  announced  that  tiie  Commission  hid  made  decis- 
ions in  the  following  seven  cases,  which  he  directed  the  secretary  to 

read  i 

Jean  Marie  Darouse  v.  The  United  States,  No.  13 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

President. 
GBOFBOT, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Jules  Lasserre  v.  The  United  States,  No.  357 :  This  claim  is  disallowed 
for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

Pre^ditni. 
GEOFROY, 
Oommi^aire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 
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Bertrand  Barte  v.  The  United  States,  ^o.  358 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jarisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

President 
GEOFROY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDI8, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  oftlie  United  States. 

Kaafmanu  Kling  v.  The  United  States.  No.  364 :  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

ARIN08, 

President. 
GEOFROY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Joseph  Gazaabon  v.  The  United  States,  No.  377 1  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jarisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

President. 
GEOFROY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Uhmaon  Meyer  v.  The  United  States,  No.  379:  This  claim  is  disal- 
lowed for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

President. 
GEOFROY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Medard  Kuntz  v.  The  United  States,  No.  404 :  This  claim  is  disallowed 
fcr  want  of  jurisdiction. 

ARINOS, 

President. 
GEOFROY, 
Commissaire  de  France. 
A.  O.  ALDIS, 
Commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

The  president  then  announced  that  the  application  for  leave  to  file 
iBomorials  was  granted  in  the  following  cases :  H.  A.  Bohn  v.  The  United 
States ;  S.  K.  Bonglinval  v.  The  United  States. 

In  the  case  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company  v.  The  French  Republic, 
^0. 13,  the  application  for  leave  to  file  a  new  memorial  as  a  substitute 
ibr  the  original  memorial  was  granted. 

The  president.  Baron  de  Arinos,  then  stated  that  Judge  Aldis  and 
himself  had  agreed  upon  and  signed  a  decision  in  the  case  of  Pierre  S. 
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Wiltz,  administrator  of  Leon  R.  Delrien,  t.  The  United  States,  No.  31 
but  that  Mr.  de  Oeofroy,  the  commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  Fren< 
Kepublic,  had  given  them  notice  this  morning  that  he  retires  from  t 
Commission  and  ceases  his  functions  as  commissioner.  The  treaty,  1 
continued^  in  Article  YIII  provides  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Co: 
mission,  if  interrupted  by  the  death,  incapacity,  retirement,  or  ces£ 
tion  of  the  functions  of  one  of  the  commissioners,  the  period  of  t^ 
years  prescribed  for  the  duration  of  the  Commission  shall  not  b6  he 
to  include  the  time  during  which  such  interruption  may  actually  exit 
that  he  and  his  colleague,  Mr.  Aldis,  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  pronouc 
judgment  in  this  case  in  the  absence  of  the  commissioner  on  the  pari 
France;  and  that  the  case  is  postponed  until  a  commissioner  is  appoint 
to  fill  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  retirement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy, 

The  counsel  for  the  Government  of  France,  Mr.  de  Chambrun,  tbi 
inquired  of  the  Commission  whether  the  interruption  of  the  proceedini 
by  the  retirement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  wonld  have  the  eflfect  of  stoppio 
the  taking  of  testimony. 

Mr.  Davis,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  contended  that  the  Con 
mission,  as  it  now  consists  only  of  two  members,  should  not  pass  upc 
this  question,  but  it  and  other  similar  questions  should  be  left  to  tl 
respective  agents  or  the  diplomatic  offipers  of  the  two  Government 
and  that  the  Commission  is  now  interrupted  as  contemplated  in  Artie 
YIII  of  the  treaty,  but  not  so  as  to  prevent  the  mnning  of  the  thn 
months  additional  for  filing  memorials. 

Mr.  Aldis,  in  reply  to  the  inquiries  of  counsel,  said  that  the  retireme: 
of  Mr.  de  Geoft'oy  irom  the  Commission  would  interrupt  all  action 
the  other  two  commissioners  in  considering  and  deciding  upon  claim 
that  each  Government  has  the  light  to  have  its  commissioner  prese 
and  have  him  fully  heard  in  all  consultations  upon  the  allowance 
disallowance  of  claims,  and  that  now,  after  the  retirement  of  the  coi 
missioner  on  the  part  of  France,  tlie  two  remaining  commissioners  a 
not  authorized  to  proceed  with  any  hearings  or  consultations  for  tl 
final  disposition  of  claims.  But  this  interruption  of  the  proceedini 
will  not  have  the  effect  of  stopping  the  taking  of  evidence  for  and  again 
claims  before  commissioners  appointed  for  that  purpose ;  but  the  takii 
of  evidence  in  that  way  may  proceed  as  usual.  And  upon  mere  inU 
locutory  questions,  such  as  the  extension  of  time  to  take  testimony,  &( 
the  two  remaining  commissioners  may  act.  In  regard  to  the  extensi< 
of  time  for  presenting  claims  under  the  provisions  of  the  second  senten 
of  Article  VIII  of  the  convention,  the  retirement  of  the  commission 
will  not  have  the  eflfect,  in  his  judgment,  of  extending  the  time  beyoi 
the  three  months  which  expire  on  the  22d  September  next. 

Mr.  de  Chambrun,  counsel  for  the  Republic  of  France,  argued  tli 
the  retirement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  had  the  efliect  of  stopping  the  ruuni*: 
of  the  additional  period  of  three  months  allowed  for  filing  memorial! 
that  at  present  there  is  not  a  full  Commission ;  and  that  such  an  imp< 
tant  matter  as  an  application  for  leave  to  file  a  memorial  could  not 
passed  upon  while  a  vacancy  existed  in  the  office  of  one  of  the  commi 
siouers;  that,  while  the  treaty  says  that  certain  things  can  be  done  b 
a  majority  of  the  commissioners,  it  at  the  same  time  contemplates  ths 
these  very  things  should  receive  the  consideration  of  the  three  oommu 
siouers,  and  that  all  the  three  commissioners  should  be  beard.~ 

The  president  then  stated  that,  conformably  to  a  request  receive 
from  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  he  and  his  colleague,  Mr.  Aldis,  would  retire  fo 
conference  with  Mr.  de  Geofroy. 


Ik 
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On  reasseiubliDg,  the  president  read  the  following  letter  from  Mr.  de 
Gr^ofjToy: 

Commission  des  Reclamations  Franco- Am Ericaines, 

fVasnington,  le  WjuHlet  1881. 

.2foNSiKi3R  LE  Pri^sident  :  J'ai  l^honneur  de  vous  faire  savoir  qn'ayant  re^u  un 
cmafmg€  de  mon  GonveraeueDt,  je  cesse  k  la  date  de  ce  jonr  mes  fonctions  de  commis- 
Ka^Sie  de  France. 

jigr^z.  Monsieur  le  President,  avec  tous  mes  regrets  de  me  s^parer  de  vons  et  de 
iB^otre  coll^^ne  d'Ara^rique,  les  assurances  de  ma  haute  consideration. 

2^  commissaire  du  Gouvernement  de  la  R^publique  frangaise : 

L.  DE  GEOFROY. 

^xid  stated  that  he  and  his  colleagne  were  of  the  opinion  that  the  re- 
^t^Tement  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy  would  not  stop  the  taking  of  evidence  or  the 
tion  of  the  two  remaining  commissioners  on  all  interlocutory  qnes- 
ons.  But  it  cannot  extend  the  time  of  three  monthsallowed  for  filing 
emorials  under  Article  VIII  of  the  treaty. 

The  Commission  then  adjourned  to  Wednesday,  October  12, 1881,  at 
o'clock  m. 


No.  61. 

Minutes  of  the  session  held  October  12, 1881. 

« 

Office  of  the  Commission,  1518  H  Street, 

Washington^  October  12, 1881. 

Parsuant  to  adjournment,  the  Commission  met  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Present :  The  president,  Baron  de  Arinos,  and  Judge  Aldis,  on  the 
X^ftrt  of  the  United  States,  commissioners ;  the  agents  and  counsel,  and 
"tte  secretaries. 

The  minutes  of  the  preceding  meeting  were  read  and  approyed. 

The  president,  Baron  de  Arinos,  stated  that  on  the  10th  day  of  Oc- 
^^ber  he  received  the  following  letter  from  Mr.  de  Geofroy : 

Washington,  10  Octobre  1881. 

Hqnsibur  le  President  :  Les  dispositions  dont  j'ai  eu  Thonnenr  devous  faire  part 
^U)8  ma  lettre  du  11  juillet  n'ayant  pas  6i6  ratifi^es,  je  m'empresse  de  vous  pr^yenir 
^oe  je  sais  prdt  k,  reprendre  mon  si^ge  ^  la  Commission  dbs  que  vous  m'aurez  fait 
^onnaltre  la  date  de  sa  reunion. 

Jesnis,  avec  une  haute  consideration,  Monsieur  le  Pr^ident,  votre  tr^s  humble  et 
"^oMiasant  servitenr, 

L.  DE  GEOFROY. 

That  to  his  knowledge,  obtained  from  Mr,  Outrey,  the  French  minis- 
to,  and  Mr.  Blaine,  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  de 
Qeofroy  is  recognized  as  the  commissioner  on  the  part  of  France  by  both 
Governments.  He  further  stated  that  the  Commission  so  duly  recon- 
structed would  resume  its  proceedings,  interrupted  from  the  11th  of 
«^»ly  to  the  10th  of  October  by  the  cessation  by  Mr.  de  Geofroy  of  his 
ftiiictions  as  commissioner  of  France,  and  that  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  who  is 
J^^cessarily  absent  from  this  meeting  on  account  of  the  illness  of  one  of 
Ws  children,  will  probably  be  present  at  the  next  meeting. 

Mr.  Boutwell,  counsel' on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  stated  that 
there  were  certain  questions  raised  by  the  interruption  of  the  proceed- 
^^%  of  the  Commission  which  he  wished  to  be  discussed  and  considered 
Hen  all  the  commissioners  are  present. 
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The  president  said  that  the  qnestioos  should  be  reduced  to  writing 
and  then  submitted. 

Mr.  Boutwell  suggested  that  the  minutes  should  be  read  again  at  the 
next  meeting,  when  all  the  commissioners  shall  be  present. 

Judge  Aldis  stated  that  there  were  a  number  of  petitions  for  leave  to  flle 
memorial^,  &c.,  granted  during  the  three  months  which  have  just  elapsed, 
and  that,  besides  the  fact  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  these  appli- 
cations were  considered  by  the  president  and  himself  separately.  He 
thought  that  counsel  should  come  to  some  understanding  as  to  what 
steps  should^ be  taken  in  reference  to  reconsidering  and  ratifying  the 
action  already  had. 

The  Commission  then  adjourned  to  Satnrday,  October  15, 1881,  at  12 
o'clock  m. 


No.  52. 
Mr:  Peddrick  to  Mr,  Evarts, 

WASHiNaTON,  December  1, 1880.    (Received  December  6.) 

Sir  :  The  commissioners  appointed  under  the  convention  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  French  Republic  for  the  settlement  of 
claims  of  the  citizens  of  either  country  against  the  other,  concluded 
January  15,  1880,  have  directed  me,  on  their  behalf,  to  inform  your  ex- 
celjencythat  they  met  at  the  Department  of  State  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington on  the  5th  of  November,  1880,  and  made  and  subscribed  the 
declaration  required  by  Article  IV  of  the  said  convention ;  that  they 
thereupon  adjourned  to  meet  on  the  23d  of  November,  1880,  at  the  office 
of  the  Commission,  for  the  purpose  of  completing  their  organization, 
and  that  on  said  23d  day  of  November,  1880,  they  adopted  a  body  of 
rules  for  the  regulation  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission. 

The  commissioners  have  therefore  directed  me  to  further  inform  your 
excellency  that  they  are  now  ready  to  proceed  to  the  transaction  of  the 
business  of  the  Commission,  and  that  in  conformity  with  Article  YIII 
of  the  convention^  which  provides  that  every  claim  shall  be  presented 
within  a  period  of  six  months,  reckoned  from  the  day  of  their  first  meet- 
ing for  business  after  notice  to  the  respective  Governments,  the  com- 
missioners have  appointed  Wednesday,  the  22d  day  of  December,  1880, 
as  the  day  of  their  first  meeting  after  the  notice  herewith  given. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal 
of  the  Commission  to  be  affixed. 

[SEAL.]  WASH'N  F.  PEDDRICK, 

Secretary  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 


No.  53. 

Mr.  Evarts  to  Mr.  Peddrick. 

Department  of  State, 

Washingtony  December  9, 1880. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  Ist  in- 
stant, informing  me  that  the  Commission  provided  for  by  the  convention 
of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
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France^  has  been  duly  organized,  and  is  now  ready  to  proceed  to  the 
transaction  of  its  bastness ;  and  furthermore  that  the  Commissioners 
have  appointed  Wednesday,  the  22d  day  of  this  month,  as  the  day  of 
their  first  meeting  for  business,  after  notice  to  their  respective  Govern- 
ments, in  conformity  with  Article  YIII  of  the  convention. 
I  am,  &c., 

WM.  M.  BVARTS. 


No.  54. 


Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  June  3, 1881.    (Received  June  9.) 

Sib  :  As  secretary  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  this  Commis- 
sioii,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  during  the  past  month  the 
derical  work  has  so  multiplied  as  to  render  further  assistance  necessary., 
Since  the  22d  of  December  last  more  than  four  hundred  and  fifty  cases 
have  been  filed,  and  the  number  increases  from  da^'  to  day.  To  keep 
i&  official  record  of  the  various  papers  in  these  cases,  to  follow  them 
throQgh  the  avenues  incident  to  judicial  proceedings,  and  the  complex 
oatore  of  this  tribunal,  to  supervise  the  printing  of  the  same,  to  enter 
notices  and  issue  commissions  for  the  taking  of  testimony,  to  keep  a 
joornal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission,  and  to  perform  the  various 
other  dnties  belonging  to  this  office,  I  have  but  one  assistant. 

As  the  business  of  this  Commission  is  of  a  responsible  character  and 
the  time  limited,  the  work  has  to  be  not  only  carefully  but  promptly 
done.    Moreover,  I  have  been  appointed  disbursing  agent 

It  is  true  that  under  the  treaty  a  secretary  for  each  Government  has 
been  appointed,  but  in  consequence  of  the  great  disproportion  in  the 
oamber  of  cases  filed  by  the  two  Governments,  respectively,  of  the  fact 
that  duplicate  records  are  required  under  the  treaty  and  the  rules,  and 
diat  the  very  nature  of  the  greater  part  of  the  work  precludes  its  divis- 
ion so  as  to  be  performed  in  distinct  offices,  the  burden  necessarily  falls 
upon  one  secretary,  and  from  thecircnmstances  attending  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Commission  (although  the  claims  of  French  citizens  are  to  the 
clainis  of  American  citizens  in  the  proportion  of  ninety  to  one)  that 
hntden  falls  upon  this  office.    I  therefore  request  the  appointment  of 
a  second  assistant,  and  in  case  you  deem  it  proper  to  make  it,  I  would 
respectfully  recommend  for  your  consideration  Mr.Hartwell  H.  Beath, 
of  this  city.    He  is  a  young  man  of  approved  private  character,  of  in- 
dustrious habits,  and  a  member  of  the  bar. 
I  am,  &c., 

W.  F.  PEDDRICK, 

Secretary. 


Ko.  56. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  Peddrick. 

Depabtment  of  State, 

WoJthingtoUj  June  6,  1881. 

8ni:  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  3d  in- 
^nt,  in  which  you  ask  that,  in  consequence  of  the  great  number  of 
^*^  filed  with  the  Commission  of  which  you  are  secrelaty  on  \3aft  ^^s\k 


268  FB£NCH   ANI»   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

of  the  United  States,  permission  may  be  given  you  to  employ  another 
assistant. 

In  view  of  the  reasons  stated  in  your  letter,  and  in  view  of  the  fhrther 
fact  communicated  to  you  by  the  Department  that  Judge  Aldis,  com- 
missioner on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  deems  it  £^visable  that 
additional  assistance  should  be  afforded  you,  I  hereby  authorize  yoa  to 
employ  a  second  assistant  at  a  salary  of  $1,500  per  annum. 

As  the  work  which  you  and  your  assistants  are  called  upon  to  i>erform 
is  as  much  to  the  advantage  of  the  French  as  the  American  side  of  the 
Commission,  it  would  seem  but  just  that  half  the  expense  of  the  second 
assistant  whom  you  are  authorized  to  employ  should  be  borne  by  the 
French  Oovernment.  Tou  will  therefore  please  make  application  to 
Monsieur  de  Geofroy,  commissioner  on  the  part  of  France,  to  this  effect, 
and  should  you  find  it  necessary,  you  are  at  liberty  to  show  him  this 
letter.  I  would  be  gratified  to  have  you  inform  me  of  the  nature  of  Mr. 
de  Geofroy's  reply. 

In  your  letter  you  state  that  if  no  objection  be  made  you  will  desig- 
nate' as  second  assistant  Mr.  Hartwell  P.  Heath,  and  I  am  further  ad- 
vised that  Mr.  Heath  has  assisted  you  voluntarily  since  the  first  of  the 
present  month.  From  all  that  I  know  of  Mr.  Heath,  it  would  seem  that 
he  would  prove  a  competent  assistant,  though,  of  course,  I  cannot  in- 
investigate  the  claims  and  capacity  of  gentlemen  for  that  position. 
The  only  care  that  I  feel  in  the  matter  is  that  the  work  of  the  Oommis- 
sion  sh^l  be  done  with  as  much  promptness,  accuracy,  and  efficiency  as  , 
possible.  If  you  are  therefore  satisfied  that  Mr.  Heath  will  prove  com- 
petent and  efficient,  I  hereby  authorize  you  to  appoint  him  to  the  posi- 
tion, the  salary  to  dat^  from  the  1st  day  of  June,  1881,  at  the  rate  of 
$1,500  per  annum. 
I  am,  &c., 

JAMBS  G.  BLAINE. 


No.  66. 

Mr.  Brown  to  Mr.  Peddrick. 

Depabtmei^t  of  State, 

Washingtonj  July  18, 1881. 

Sir  :  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  6th  instant,  I 
have  to  inform  you,  in  reply,  that,  in  accordance  with  your  request,  tiie 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  been  informed  that  Mr.  E.  C.  BartelFs 
term  of  office  began  January  27, 1881,  instead  of  February  1,  1881. 
I  am,  &c., 

SEVELLON  A.  BR  JWN, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary. 


No.  57. 
Mr.  Peddrick  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyseni 

Washington,  May  15, 1882.    (Received  May  16.) 

SiE:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  for  your  approval  an  es* 
timate  of  the  expenses  of  this  Commission  for  the  month  of  May,  1882. 


1 
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I  respectfully  request  that  you  will  cause  a  requisition  to  be  issued 
in  my  favor  upon  the  Secretary  of  ^  the  Treasury  for  the  amount  spec- 
ified. 

Yours,  respectftiUy,  &c., 

WM.  F.  PBDDRIOK, 
Secretary  and  Disbursing  Agent. 
Contingent  expenses,  $3,000. 

1  certify  that  the  above  estimate  is  correct. 

W.  F.  PBDDRIOK, 
Secretary  a/nd  Disbursing  Agent. 


No.  58. 

Mr,  Davis  to  Mr.  Peddriek. 

•Department  of  State, 
Washington,  March  5, 1883. 

Sir:  At  the  request  of  the  Hon.  A.  O.  Aldis,  commissioner  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  on  the  representations  made  by  him  as 
to  the  necessity  of  such  employment,  you  are  authorized  to  employ  and 
pay  an  additional  clerk,  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  $1,200  per  annum,  to 
aid  the  commissioner  in  his  labors. 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Assistant  Secretary. 


No.  59. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Randall. 

Depabtment  op  State, 
Washington^  February  27,  1884. 

SiB :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit,  herewith,  for  the  information  and 
consideration  of  your  committee,  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  this  Department 
from  Mr.  Boutwell,  agent  and  counsel  of  the  United  States  before  the 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  from  which  it  appears  that 
although  the  work  of  the  Commission  will  probably  be  completed  by  the 
first  of  April  next  in  accordance  with  Article  I  of  the  supplementary 
Gonvention  between  this  country  and  France,  concluded  on  the  8th  of 
February,.  1883,  it  will  not  be  possible  within  that  time  to  make  up  the 
final  record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  and  to  prepare  a  final 
report  giving  a  history  in  brief  of  its  action  in  a  number  of  cases  involv- 
ing the  interpretation  of  treaties  and  the  application  of  public  law  to  the 
facts  developed  by  the  testimony. 

This  Department  considers  it  very  important  that  the  work  referred 
to  should  be  done,  and  I,  therefore,  earnestly  recommend  the  legislation 
which  is  necessaiy  to  enable  the  Treasury  Department  to  pay  out  of  the 
unexpended  balance  of  the  appropriation  for  the  support  of  the  Commis- 
sion the  proper  expenses  incident  to  the  closing  up  of  its  work  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  Mr.  Boutwell.  It  is  thought  that  the  inclosed 
form  of  a  joint  resolution  embodies  all  the  legislation  necessary  in  the 
premises. 

I  have,  &c., 

FEBD'K  T.  FREL115QcB.\ri«E&. 
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No.  60. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  EvarU. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commise 
1518  H  Strbei*,  Washington^  January 

Sir  :  Inclosed  ypu  will  find  copies  of  two  orders  adopted  b 
mission  a^on  my  motion  in  regard  to  the  printing  of  docam< 
ings,  &c.,  for  the  use  of  the  Commission,  and  also  a  copy  o; 
written  by  the  secretaries  to  several  printers  of  this  city, 
was  first  to  secure  the  work  at  reasonable  rates,  and  thei 
against  any  charge  of  fayoritism.  The  expense  of  printing  ^ 
siderable,  and  if  the  plan  indicated  is,  in  yoar  opinion,  ope 
tiou,  will  you  so  advise  mef  The  Commission  will  meet  t 
the  propositions  received  Monday  next. 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWI 

Cm 


French  and  Amsrigan  Claims  Comm] 

Washington^  Janum 

Sir  :  We  are  directed  by  this  Commission  to  request  that  you  wiU  i 
soon  as  possible  the  rate  at  which  yon  will  print  forty  copies  of  mattei 
the  sample  herewith  inclosed  in  form,  size,  and  quality  of  paper,  this  i 
the  style  in  which  the  mles  of  the  Commission  are  published. 

The  petitions  or  memorials,  the  pleadings,  the  testimony,  the  argnmeo' 
the  opinions  of  the  commissioners,  and  other  documents  connected  with 
before  the  Commission,  in  such  quantity  and  at  such  times  as  the  business 
the  work  to  be  promptly  and  accurately  done.  Also  at  what  rate  you 
fifty,  and  at  what  rate  one  hundred,  additional  copies. 
Very  respectfully, 


orders. 

Jakuar' 
Ordered : 

(1)  That  the  seyeral  memorials  presented  to  the  Commission  and  th< 
pleas,  demurrers,  answers,  and  amendments  in  the  several  cases  be  prints 
of  the  Commission  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Commission. 

(2)  That  one  copy  shall  be  furnished  to  each  member  of  the  Commissio 
to  the  agent  of  each  Government,  two  copies  to  the  counsel  for  each  Goy< 
twenty  copies  to  be  preserved  by  the  secretaries  subject  to  the  orders 
mission. 


orders. 

January 
^  Onlered : 

(1)  That  the  secretaries  of  the  Commission  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  dii 
cure  from  the  various  principal  job  printers  in  thiscitv  proposals  in  writ 
ing  the  papers  and  documents  of  this  Commission  as  the  printing  of  the 
ordered  by  the  Commission,  it  being  understood  that  this  proposal  relat 
eludes  the  printing  that  may  be  ordered  by  the  Commission  in  tne  city  of ' 
and  that  the  style  of  page  and  quality  of  paper  are  to  correspond  with  tl 
style  of  the  rules  of  this  Commission,  the  proposal  to  be  based  a^n  th< 
thirty  copies,  and  the  price  to  be  named  also  for  each  additional  one  hui 

(2)  That  the  secretaries  report  to  the  Commission  an  abstract  of  the 
ceived. 
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.  No.  61. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarts. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Street, 
Washington^  January  26,  1881. 

SiB:  Agreeably  to  y.our  verbal  request,  I  have  estimated  the  expendi- 
tores  of  this  Commission  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  not  including  awards 
that  may  be  made,  at  $160,000.  I  ought  to  add  that  the  means  of  form- 
ing an  opinion  are  quite  inadequate,  as  the  amount  of  business  to  be 
presented  to  the  Commission  is  not  yet  known. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  62. 


Mr.  Evarts  to  Mr,  Boutwell. 

Departubnt  of  State, 

Washington^  January  29, 1881. 

8iB :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  25th  instant,  touching  the  question 
of  the  printing  of  documents,  pleadings,  &c..  for  the  use  of  the  Gommis- 
sioDf  I  have  to  inform  you  that  there  is  no  legal  objection  whatever  to 
the  Commission  having  its  printing  done  at 'a  private  printing  office. 
^^  whole  question,  so  far  as  the  share  of  the  United  States  in  the  ex- 
Peoaes  of  the  Commission  is  concerned,  rests  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
^der  the  second  clause  of  section  3  of  the  act  of  the  16th  of  June,  1880. 
(Laws  of  second  session  Forty -si±th  Congress,  p.  296.) 
I  am,  &c, 

WM.  M.  EVARTS. 


No.  63. 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  EvarU. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Street, 
Washington  February  16, 1881. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  vote  passed  by 
honorable  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  having  refer- 
to  the  records  in  the  several  Departments  of  the  Oovernment,  and 
^  Bccordance  therewith  I  have  to  request  that  George  B.  Wright,  esq., 
of  the  firm  of  Talmadge  &  Co.,  attorney  at  law,  New  Orleans,  La.,  may 
^  permitted  to  examine  the  papers  in  the  following  cases,  namely : 
^bepiere  Hannorest,  Xavier  Pourriere,  Maxemillian  Bourgoise,  widow 
^lenz  Beigham,  Mrs.  A.  J.  Delazas. 
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And  also  that  Mr.  Wright  may  be  furnished  with  certii&ed  oopie 
the  original  papers  should  he  make  reqilest  for  them,  in  conformit 
the  terms  of  the  vote  passed  by  the  Commission. 
I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWBLL, 

Counsel  far  the  United  StaU 


No,  64. 
Mr,  BatUweU  to  Mr,  Evart». 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Waekin^im^  February  24, 188 

Sir  :  I  hare  the  honor  herewith  to  submit  a  statement  of  the  ex] 
ditores  arising  in  the  execution  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  Sti 
and  France,  bearing  date  January  15,  1880,  and  chargeable  to  the 
propriation  made  by  the  act  of  June  16, 1880,  as  follows : 

1.  Rent  of  office  for  the  Commifoion 9^»4€ 

S.  Salary  of  the  commisionaerB 12,  OC 

3l  Salary  of  the  coonsel  and  agent  for  the  United  States 5»O0 

4.  Salary  of  the  assistant  counsel  for  the  United  Statee 3,50 

5.  Salary  of  the  secretary  of  the  United  States 

6.  Salary  of  the  stenographers  to  the  counsel  for  the  United  States 1,  SO 

7.  Salary  of  the  clerk  to  the  secretary  for  the  United  States 1,50 

8.  General  dishursements  for  the  quarters  ending  Deceniher  31,  18S0  (in- 

cluding pay  of  two  messengers,  furniture  for  offices,  printing,  station- 
ery, fuel,  &c,) 1,59 

Total : 30,79 

There  are  now  in  the  employment  of  th6  OommisRi'on,  on  the  par 
the  United  State8^  a  special  agent  and  an  attorney,  the  latter  receiv 
$100  a  week  and  the  former  f  6  per  day  and  their  necessary  travel 
expenses* 

The  attorney  is  engaged  in  taking  testimony  in  Louisiana,  and 
special  agent  is  occapi^  in  investigating  the  character  of  the  da 
ants  and  the  nature  of  the  claims. 

By  order  of  the  Cotumission,  pro|X)sals  were  sent  to  the  princi 
printing  establishments  in  this  city  for  terms,  &c,  and  the  contract 
printing  was  awarded  to  the  Messrs.  Gibson  Brothers,  at  tlie  rate 
90  cents  per  printed  page  for  fifty  copies  of  memorials,  pleadings,  i 
timony^  &c. 

Memorials  have  been  filed  in  one  hundred  and  sixty  cases,  cover 
claims  a^r^rregsitiug  about  thr^e  million  dollars. 

It  i$  imiH>$$ible  to  estimate  the  exj^enses  of  the  Commission,  as 
cost  of  printing,  the  expense  of  attorneys  who  may  be  employed  to  t: 
deiH>sitious  in  diilVreut  jvirts  of  the  United  States,  and  reiy  likelj 
other  countries*  cannot  now  l^  foreseen. 

By  the  tenth  aniole  of  the  treaty  the  Government  of  France  will 
called  uiH>n  to  iviiubun>e  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
extent  of  one  half  the  ex|H^uses  of  the  Commission  that  are  commoi 
btnh  iTOvernments«  such  as  ivnt«  odice  exi^nses,  &C.,  and  by  the  si 
article  the  whole  ex}vuses  of  the  Commission*  including  conting 
expenses^  will  lie  detniyetl  by  a  ratable  i^iaction  on  the  amount  of 
sums  awar\ied  by  the  Cojumissioiiers*  to  the  extent  of  5  per  cent. 
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the  Sams  so  awarded.    Shoald  there  be  any  excess  in  expenses  over  the 
5  per  cent,  it  will  be  defrayed  jointly  by  the  two  Governments: 

In  the  estimate  of  expenses  herewith  submitted  the  item  of  $12,000, 
lalary  of  commissioners,  is  only  half  the  total  amount  paid,  and  is  to 
be  borne  exclusively  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  those  who  have  the  best  means  of  information 
Uiat  not  less  than  six  hundred  claims  will  be  filed,  and  in  most  of  these 
teetimony  will  be  taken.  This  testimony  will  all  be  printed,  together 
with  the  memorials,  pleadings,  and  briefs,  a8  prepared  by  the  consul 
for  the  respective  Governments. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWBLL, 

Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  65. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Evarts. 

Fbenoh  and  Ambbican  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Street, 
Washington^  February  26,  1881. 

Sifi:  J  have  to-day  had  an  interview  with  four  members  of  the  House 
Oommittee  on  Appropriations,  and  they  assure  me  that  there  will  be  no 
^Ijection  on  the  part  of  the  committee  to  an  appropriation  of  $160,000 
^>or  the  support  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  for  th^ 
^4cal  year  commencing  July  1,  1881,  but  they  sugf^est  that,  inasmuch 
^4  the  sundry  civil  bill  is  now  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  the 
^^mendment  for  that  purpose  be  made  in  the  Senate. 

I  called  also  upon  Senator  DaVis,  of  West  Virginia,  chairman  of  the 

Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations,  and  Senator  Windom  of  the  same 

^H)minittee,  and  left  with  the  latter  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  the  24th  instant 

'^rbicb  I  had  the  honor  to  address  to  you.    Mr.  Windom  said  that  if  the 

Secretary  of  State  would  write  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of  the  Senate 

^3ommittee  on  Appropriations,  asking  for  an  appropriation  of  $160,000, 

tlie  amendment  would  be  inserted  in  the  bill  when  it  was  under  consid- 

«»»tion  by  the  committee. 

Tours,  very  respectfully, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  66. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Fbenoh  and  Abiebioan  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Stbeet, 
Washington,  March  8,  1881. 

.  ^IB:  Agreeably  to  the  vote  of  this  Commission  and  in  conformity 
!^^e  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  bearing  date  the  19th  of  Febru- 
r^,  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  you  will  ask  the  Secretary  of  War 
^  allow  A.  St.  C.  Denver,  esq.,  to  examine  the  records  o^  \iife  "^^t:  \!^^« 

H.  Bx;236 18 
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partment  in  reference  to  the  action  taken  by  the  military  antborities  at 
New  Orleans  in  regard  to  certain  property  known  as  the  Lecompte 
stables,  &c.,  Nos.  112  and  114  North  Eampart  street,  New  Orleans,  said 
to  have  been  occupied  by  the  United  States  military  authorities  from 
November  1,  1862,  to  August  1,  1863. 

This  application  is  based  upon  a  memorial  signed  by  Louise  Sadonr, 
now  pending  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  67. 
Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Blaine. 

Washington^  March  10,  1881.    (Received  March  14.) 

Sir  :  At  the  request  of  John  Mullan,  esq.,  of  this  city,  I  have  the 
honor  to  ask  in  his  behalf  that  he  may  be  permitted  to  examine  certain 
papers  which  he  thinks  important  in  the  prosecution  of  a  cause  t>efore 
the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  against  the  French  Gov- 
ernment, in  the  behalf  of  one  Jacob  Mi4tz,  and  to  obtain  certitied  cop- 
ies of  any  of  said  papers.  The  papers  to  which  reference  is  made  are  as 
follows : 

1.  History  of  the  case  and  data  as  to  the  destruction  of  certain  prop- 
erty in  Paris,  in  March,  1871,  owned  by  Jacob  Miltz. 

2.  Certificate  of  citizenship  and  passport  of  said  Miltz. 

3.  Correspondence  of  Miltz,  Pinchard,  et  al.  in  regani  thereto,  and 
reply  of  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Hay,  July  20, 1880,  to  Dr. 
Pinchard. 

4.  Letters  of  administration  on  said  Miltz's  estate. 

5.  Inventory  of  goods  destroyed  deposited  by  Dr.  Pinchard  July  18, 
1880. 

6.  Correspondence  with  the  French  Government  in  regard  thereta 
(Exact  date  not  given.) 

7.  Other  papers  relating  thereto  of  material  value  to  the  Commission, 
&c.,  which  were  filed  on  May  1, 1876,  and  on  dates  subsequently  up  to 
July  18, 1880. 

I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  68. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington^  March  10,  1881. 

Sir:  I  have  information  that  there  are  papers  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment which  relate  to  the  rights  of  claimants  before  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission  under  the  treaty  of  January  15, 1880, 
which  the  agent  and  counsel  for  the  United  States  Government  and 
the  claimants  may  have  occasion  to  examine.    Ihave,  therefor,  the  honor 
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to  request  tbat  such  measures  as  are  proper  may  be  taken  to  obtain  from 
the  War  pei)artmeiit  the  custody  of  such  papers  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment, or  an  opportunity  for  the  examination  of  them  by  partien  inter- 
ested. 

I  have,  &c.» 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel  far  the  United  States. 


No.  69. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  BoutucelL 

Department  of  State, 
Washington^  March  19, 1881. 

SiB:  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  10th 
instant,  requesting  that  such  measures  as  are  proper  may  be  taken  to 
ohtain  from  tlie  War  Department  tbe  custody,  by  the  State  Department, 
of  ])ai)er8  relating  to  claims  under  the  French  and  American  Claims  Con- 
vention, of  January  \b^  1880,  or  an  opportunity  for  the  examination  of 
them  by  parties  interested. 

In  n^ply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  your  request  having  been  duly 
eommnnicated  to  the  War  Department,  I  am  now  in  the  receipt  of  a 
letter,  dated  the  16th  instant,  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  which  he 
eayM  that  it  will  not  be  practicable  to  comply  with  your  request,  owing 
to  tbe  fact  that  there  is  no  record  or  docket  of  claims  in  which  French 
citizens  are  sepi^rately  recorded  as  the  ])arties  in  interest;  that  claims 
growing  out  of  tbe  war  of  the  rebellion  have  been  filed  during  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  that  in  order  to  comply  with  your  request 
it  would  be  necessary  to  search  over  the  files  of  those  years  to  determine 
whether  the  claimant  is  a  French  citizen  or  not. 

The  Secretary  of  War  therefore  suggests  that  the  only  practicable 
eonrse  seems  to  be  that  which  was  pursued  by  the  British  and  Ameri- 
can and  the  United  States  and  Mexican  Claims  Commissioners,  to 
wit,  that  tbe  Depaitmeut  of  State,  at  your  instance,  call  upon  the  War 
DejKirtnient  for  information  or  papers  in  specific  cases,  as  they  may  be 
presented  before  the  Commission,  giving  the  names  of  the  claimants 
ui  each  case. 

I  will,  therefore,  thank  you,  in  all  cases  hereafter  in  which  informa- 
tion is  desired  from  the  War  Department,  to  furnish  the  name  of  the 
clamant,  and  such  other  data  as  may  be  attainable,  when  application 
will  be  promptly  made  by  this  Department  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
for  certified  co|>ies  of  pa[)ers  which  may  be  on  file  in  that  Department 
lelating  to  the  specific  cases  as  they  may  be  presented. 
1  am,  &c., 

JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 


No.  70. 
Mr.  Bouttvell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  April  13, 1881.    (Received  April  14.) 

Sir:  I  hare  the  honor  to  call  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  transla- 
tion of  a  communication  made  to  me  under  date  of  the  ^1^  o^  Wax^^ 
1^1,  by  Mr.  Fdul  D^Jardiu,  tbe  agent  of  the  FrencVi  Gov%twm^\i\»*\Q. 
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matters  peiidiug  before  the  Freuch  aud  American  Claims  Gomraiasioou 
The  ocoasioQ  of  the  commuiucatioa  was  the  presentation  by  me,  as 
a^ent  and  coansel  for  the  United  States  before  the  Commission  of  the 
memorial  of  David  Pia^go  for  the  loss  of  property  at  or  near  the  city 
of  Matamoros,  Mexico,  by  the  JictsJ  of  the  armies  of  France  during  the 
occupation  of  Mexico  by  Maximilian. 

By  the  first  article  of  the  convention  between  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  French  Republic,  conclnded  January  15,1880,  it  is 
stipulated  that  the  claims  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  of  the  char- 
acter specified  in  the  article,  who  have  suffered  from  acts  committed 
against  their  persons  or  property  ''  upon  the  bigli  seas  ar  within  the  ter- 
ritory of  France,  its  colonies  and  dependencies,  during  the  late  war 
between  Frauc/C  and  Mexico,*'  shall  be  referred  to  this  Commission. 

I  have  felt  that  it  was  inconsistent  with  the  proper  discharge  of  my 
duty  as  agent  and  counsel  for  the  United  States  to  decide  that  the 
parts  of  Mexico  occupied  by  the  armies  of  France  during  the  late  war 
between  France  and  Mexico,  were  not  dependencies  of  France,  and,  act- 
ing upon  that  opinion,  I  presented  the  claim  of  Piaggo  to  the  Commis- 
sion. 

The  communication  of  the  agent  of  the  French  Government  referred 
to  assumes  that  by  diplomatic  arrangement  or  understanding,  or  by 
the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  treaty,  such  claims  are  inadmissible. 

I  now  have  the  honor  to  solicit  your  instructions  as  to  the  course  T 
am  to  pursue  in  the  premises. 
With  great  respect,  &c., 

GEORGE.  S,  BOUTWELL, 
CounaeU  dcc^for  the  United  8tate$. 


Mr.  D^ardin  to  Mr,  lioutwell, 

Washington,  March  22,  f S84. 

To  Ike  Agent f  <fo.  .* 

The  claim  of  Dayid  Piaggo,  No.  2,  agaiuBt  the  Fruuch  Repablic,  is  based  upon  faoto 
which  occurred  at  Matamoros.  Matamoros  nevoT  havioe:  been  comprised  with 
French  territory,  its  col'^nies  and  dependencies,  I  believe  that  you  will  admit  with 
me  that  this  claim  is  contrary  to  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  treaty,  and  should  never 
have  been  presented  to  the  CommiHsion. 

In  conformity  with  the  text  of  the  convention,  and  by  virtue  of  the  instmotions 
which  have  been  given  to  him,  the  French  agent  has  always  taken  scrap iiloas  oare  to 
exclnde  claims  founded  either  upon  loss  or  emancipation  of  slaves,  or  upon  acta  of  war 
which  were  to  be  imputed  to  the  confederates. 

Convinced  that  yon  are  animated  by  the  same  spirit,  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Agent,  to 
withdraw  the  claim  of  Peter  Piaggo. 
Accept,  dbo., 

PAUL  DfiJARDlN. 


No.  71. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  op  State, 
Washington,  April  20, 1881. 

Sib  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  jour  letter  of  the  13th 
instant,  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  communication  of  the  22d  ultimo,  addressed 
to  you  by  Mr.  Paul  Ddjardin,  relative  to  a  claim  of  David  Piaggo,  No. 
2,  against  the  French  Bepublic. 
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Mr.  D^jardin  states  tbat  the  claim  in  question  is  based  upon  facts 
which  occurred  at  Matatuoros,  while,  in  fact,  that  city  has  never  been 
comprised  within  French  territory  or  its  colonial  dependencies,  and  he 
adds  the  snggestion  that  he  does  not  conceive  a  claim  of  that  charac- 
ter to  l>e  within  the  letter  or  spirit  of  the  convention  of  January^ 
1^,  between  the  two  Governments. 

The  view  thus  entertained  by  the  Government  of  France  is  in  accord 
with  that  held  by  this  Government  as  to  the  true  interpretation  of  the 
first  article  of  the  convention  referred  to.    , 

The  injuries  upon  which  the  claim  is  founded  did  not  occur  on  the 
high  seas  nor  in  France ;  and  the  only  remaining  question  being  whether 
Mexico  was  a  colony  or  a  dependency  of  France,  I  find  no  difficulty  in 
determining  that  it  nev^r  was! 
I  ^m^  >&c., 

JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 


No.  72. 
Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Blaine, 

Washington,  May  2,  1881.    (Received  May  3.) 

Sir:  In  the  defense  of  the  cases  pending  against  the  United  States 
before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  it  will  be  conven- 
ient occasionally  to  employ  district  attorneys  of  the  United  States  to 
take  testimony,  and  as  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  informs 
me  that  payment  will  be  allowed  for  such  services  rendered  by  them  only 
opon  the  approval  in  writing  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  have  the  honor 
to  request  your  authority  for  the  employment  of  United  States  district 
attorneys  as  occasion  may  require,  at  a  compensation  of  $20  per  day 
and  traveling  expenses  for  the  time  actually  employed. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Staten. 


No.  73. 
Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  May  6, 1881. 

Sib  :  Yon  are  aware  that  most  of  the  claims  against  the  United  States 
before  this  Commission  arise  from  losses  inflicted  in  Louisiana,  where 
tbe  claims  must  be  investigated,  and  the  witnesses  found  and  examined. 

Some  time  since,  by  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  sent  to 
New  Orleans  Mr.  W.  O.  D^nfegre,  who  was  instructed  to  act  there  and 
thronghout  Louisiana,  under  my  directions,  in  the  investigation  and 
defense  of  these  claims.  He  was  retained  for  sixty  days  at  a  fee  of 
1 100  per  week  and  traveling  expenses.  The  sixty  days  are  about  to 
ttpire,  and  Mr.  D^n^gre  requests  that  he  be  hereafter  paid  $200  per 
week  and  traveling  expenses.  While  this  latter  fee  is  not  larger  than 
is  nsually  paid  by  clients  to  lawyers  of  similar  standing  for  like  services, 
•till  it  is  large  in  proportion  to  the  fees  usually  paid  \>>f  tXi^  G^on^yci- 
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meutj  and  althongh  I  deem  it  for  the  advantaf^e  of  tbe  Government  t 
retain  Mr.  D6ii^gre  in  its  service,  I  request  your  instructions  before  act 
inp  in  the  matter. 

It  is  necessary  that  the  United  States  should  be  represented  in  Loo 
isiana  in  these  cases  by  a  lawyer  of  energy,  familiar  with  the  peopli 
and  customs,  and  speakin^r  fluently  both  the  French  and  English  Ian 
guages.    He  should  also  give  his  entire  time  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  D^n^gre  fultills  all  these  demands,  and  his  services  so  far  havi 
been  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Davis,  assistant  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  has  jus 
returned  from  New  Orleans,  where  he  has  been  examining  the  nianoe 
in  which  these  claims  should  be  defended,  and  he  reports  that  it  will  bi 
difficult  to  find  a  lawyer  fitted  for  the  duty  who  can  give  up  his  practi<s 
and  devote  his  undivided  attention  to  these  cases.  Lawyers  competec 
for  this  service  areiu  active  practice,  and  would  give  the  GovernrocK 
only  such  time  as  they  could  spare  from  their  other  pursuits,  while  MI 
D^n^gre  has  retired  from  practice  and  gives  his  entire  service  to  iM 
business. 

Be  is  required  not  only  to  examine* witnesses,  bufalso  to  iuvestigi^ 
the  claims,  and  to  search  for  and  prepare  evidence  in  defense,  dut« 
which  require  energy  and  activity  and  which  can  only  be  intrusted  t^ 
man  of  perfect  integrity. 

Mr.  D^n^gre's  practice  of  thirty  jears  at  the  bar  of  Lonisiana-(wh^ 
for  some  time  he  was  the  partner  of  the  Honorable  William  H.  Har^ 
his  long  residence  in  New  Orleans,  his  extensive  acquaintance  th^ 
and  familiarity  with  the  class  of  people  who  appear  here  as  claimarm 
render  his  services  peculiarly  valuable. 

It  is  necessary  also  that  the  investigations  should  go  forward  withoi 
delay,  requiring  contiuuous  residence  during  the  summer  months  in  t:h 
State  of  Lonisiana. 

If  the  sugicestion  here  made  for  the  retention  of  M.  D6n^gre  shook 
be  accepted  by  you,  1  shouUl  reserve  the  right,  in  any  arrangement  J 
might  make  with  him,  to  i^educe  his  pay  or  to  substitute  another  per 
son  whenever  tbe  return  of  cooler  weather  or  the  prosecution  of  th* 
business  shouhl  justify  it. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Statei. 


No.  74. 

Mr,  Blaine  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  op  State, 
Washington^  May  17,  1881. 

Sir  :  I  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  was  addressed  b^ 
Stephen  S.  Phillpott,  of  New  Orleans,  to  the  Treasury  Department,  au^ 
which  has  beeu  by  that  Department  referred  to  me.  Mr.  Phillpotf 
states  that  nine- tenths  of  the  claimants  who  went  before  a  certain  ncZ- 
tary  public  in  New  Orleans  to  verify  their  claim  for  presentation  to  t!^ 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  were  advised  by  that  office 
to  increase  their  claims  so  as  to  make  them  five  or  ten  times  greats 
than  their  reAl  losses,  and  that  these  fraudulent  claims  amount  to  abo^ 
tbe  sum  of  $400,000. 
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In  view  of  the  serioua  charge  made  by  Mr.  Phillpott,  I  will  thank  yoa 
to  give  his  communication  such  atteutiou  as  may  be  necessary  to  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not  the  allegations  he  makes  are  well  founded. 
I  am,  &c., 

JAMES  a  BLAINE. 


No.  75. 
Mr.  Boutvcell  to  Mr.  Blaine, 

Washington,  May  18,  1881.    (Received  May  19.) 

SiB:  Among  the  memorials  filed  by  the  counsel  for  the  Republic  of 
france  making  claims  upon  the  United  States  under  the  treaty  of  Jan- 
nary  15, 1880,  and  now  pending  before  the  Commission  constituted  under 
that  treaty,  there  are  several  in  which,  after  an  averment  by  the  claim- 
ant that  he  was  a  French  citizen  at  the  time  when  the  loss  occurred  out 
of  which  the  claim  arose,  is  a  statement  that  since  the  20th  day  of  Aa- 
gost,  18G6,  and  previous  to  the  15th  day  of  January,  1880,  the  claimant 
kas  been  naturalized  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  is  now  a 
dtizeu  of  tlie  United  States.  In  all  these  cases  I  have  interposed  de- 
murrers on  behalf  of  the  United  States  upon  the  ground  that  the  mat- 
ters stated  in  such  memorials  are  not  sufficient  under  the  treaty  nor  in 
law  for  the  claimant  to  have  or  maintain  his  claim  against  the  United 
States. 

The  first  of  these  cases  is  that  of  Joseph  Napoleon  Perch6,  No.  3  on 
the  docket  of  the  Commission,  and  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 
with the  memorial  of  said  claimant,  together  with  the  demurrer,  the 
opening  brief  of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  the  brief  of  the  coun- 
sel for  the  Republic  of  France  in  rei)ly,  and  in  rejoinder  the  final  brief 
of  the  counsel  for  the  United  States. 

The  issue  as  set  forth  in  these  several  papers  is.  Can  a  claimant  who, 

*t  the  date  of  the  treaty  establishing  the  Commission,  was  a  citizen  of 

W|«  United  States,  and  who  was  such  for  some  time  prior  to  that  date,  and 

^a«  remained  such  ever  since,  recover  compensation  for  a  loss  alleged 

^  have  been  caused  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  States  when  such 

^aimant  was  a  citizen  of  France? 

The  briefe  referred  to  have  not  yet  been  filed  in  the  case.  I  have  with- 
*^^ld  them,  it  having  occurred  to  mo  since  their  pre|)aration  that  yoa 
■^^ight  consider  it  within  the'scope  of  diplomatic  proceedings  to  call  the 
^tLtention  of  the  representatives  of  the  French  Government  to  the  cir- 
^Omstances,  and  upon  the  j»round  that  the  claims  of  American  citizens 
^«re  so  ch^arly  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  that  the 
^gent  and  counsel  of  the  French  Government  might  very  properly  be 
^^^tructed  by  that  Government  to  decline  the  presentation  of  them. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  76. 
Mr.  Bouttoell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  May  18, 1881.    (Received  May  19.) 

Bm :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  a  translation  of  a  letter  from  the 
^6utof  the  Frencli  Republic  in  reference  to  a  class  of  cases  pending 
Wore  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission^  known  iab&  ^^  ^\xea 
oaaes." 
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The  facts  in  the  several  cases  pending  are  materiall^'^  different,  and  I 
see  no  reason  why  the  Commission  may  not  with  propriety'  pass  upon 
the  cases  as  they  arise,  and  dispose  of  them,  respectively,  upon  the  law 
and  the  facts  applicable  to  each. 

I  may  add,  properly,  that  the  exception  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  D^jardin 
appears  to  be  framed  in  order  to  furnish  ground  for  presenting  and  en- 
forcing certain  claims  against  the  United  States  now  pending  before 
the  Commission. 
I  have.  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Statet, 


[Traiuilatiuii.l 

Mr.  D^ardin  to  Mr.  Boutwell.  ^ 

Washington,  May  18,  1881. 

8iA  :'The  secoud  article  of  the  coaveutitm  of  the  I5th  of  January,  1880,  exclude 
from  the  jnriscliction  of  the  Commission  matters  which  have  been  already  diplomaUi 
caUy,  judicially,  or  otherwise  by  competent  authorities  disposed  of  by  either  Gk)ver^ 
meut.  The  Government  of  the  French  Republic  understands  that  this  dispositica 
excludes  prize  caMts  which  have  been  judicially  orotherwise  settled  by  either  GoYorv 
ment. 

In  order  that  Huch  cases  should  be  sustained  before  the  Commission  there  mniit  ba.-^^ 
been  at  least,  I  believe,  at  some  time  after  the  linal  decision,  ^n  express  nnderstai^.^ 
ing  between  the  two  Governments  that  the  case  should  be  submitted  to  a  new  ex^^ 
ination.  This  is  not  so  with  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taylor  relating  to  the  '*  Magdalea^ 
Consequently,  in  conformity  with  the  instructions  of  my  Government,  I  beg  yon,  ^s' 
to  have  the  kindness  to  witlidraw  from  the  Secretary's  otifice  the  said  claim  of  Is^^ 
Taylor  against  France. 

I  hope  that  the  request  which  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  to  3*ou  upon  this  8nb^«« 
will  be  received  in  the  spirit  of  irn partiality  and  of  justice,  which  appeared  in  ^ 
answer  which  yon  were  kind  enough  to  make  me  on  the  2l8t  of  last  month  to  my  ol 
tervations  nOative  to  the  claim  of  Peter  Piaggo  for  damages  sustained  on  Mexit 
territory. 

Accept,  &c., 

PAUL  D£JA&D1K. 


No.  77. 
Mr»  Bouttoell  to  Mr.  Blaine. 

Washington,  June  18, 1881.    (Eeceived  June  21.) 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  letters  of  May  17  and  of  June  14,  with  their 
inclosnres  relative  to  the  charge  made  by  Stephen  S.  Phillpott.,  to  the 
effect  that  a  certain  notary  public  in  New  Orleans  had  advised  claimantB 
to  increase  their  claims,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  immediately 
after  the  receipt  of  yonr  first  letter  we  communicated  with  our  special 
counsel  in  New  Orleans  and  instructed  him  to  see  Phillpott  and  obtain 
such  information  as  he  might  have.  The  counnel  discovered  that  Phill- 
pott was  employed  in  a  soap  factory  at  some  distance  in  the  rear  irf 
New  Orleans.  After  one  or  two  efforts  he  succeeded  in  finding  him. 
Phillpott,  however,  declined  to  give  the  name  of  the  notary,  or  any  in- 
formation whatever,  unless  he  was  taken  into  the  employ  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

The  impression  created  upon  the  mind  of  our  counsel  in  New  Orleans 
and  also  upon  my  own,  is  that  Phillpott's  object  is  simply  to  obtain  em 
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ploymeDt  from  the  Government,  and  that  he  really  has  no  information 
ofvalne. 

While  it  is  undoubtedly  trne  that  many  of  the  claims  now  pending 
before  this  Commission  are  greatly  exaggerated,  I  do  not  believe  that 
Phillpott  could  be  of  any  material  assistance  in  proving  it. 
With  great  respect,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel^  dsc 


No.  78. 
Mr,  Blaine  to  Mr.  Bouttcell. 

DEPART3tBNT   OF  StATB, 

Wcishingtonj  August  5,  1881. 

8iB:  Beferring  lo  my  letter  bearing  date  of  June  20,  1881,  in  which 
the  compensation  of  Mr.  W.  V.  D^negre  was  fixed  at  $150  per  week,  I 
have  to  say  that,  from  representations  since  made,  it  would  seem  to  be 
just  tbat  the  necessary  expenses  incurred  by  Mr.  D6i»6gre,  in  the  col- 
lection of  evidence  and  the  other  duties  assigned  him,  should  be  borne 
bj  the  Commission. 

Too  we  therefore  hereby  authorized  to  reimburse  Mr.  D6n6gre  for 
personal  expenses  necessarily  incurred ;  and  should  it,  in  your  judgment, 
be  deemed  advisable,  such  allowance  may  be  reckoned  from  the  begin- 
ning of  Mr.  D^n^gre's  employment  by  the  Government. 
1  am,  &c., 

JAMES  G.  BLAINB. 


No.  79. 

Mr.  Blaine  to  Mr.  BouticelL 

Depabtment  of  State, 
Wa^hingtonj  December  17, 1881. 

8iB:  Referring  to  recent  correspondence  in  relation  to  the  claim  of 
Isaac  Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  against  France,  prooeed- 
uig8  in  regard  to  which  it  is  underst<fod  were  instituted  before  the  Mixed 
Commission  in  February  last,  and  which  is  still  pending  before  that 
tribnnal,  1  have  to  state  that  after  careful  consideration  1  have  reached 
the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  because  of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by 
fte  competent  authorities  of  France,  of  which  it  has  been  that  subject, 
ifl  not  properly  within  the  cognizance  of  the  Commission  established 
Dnder  the  provisions  of  the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880,  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France. 

I  have  been  led  to  this  view  of  the  matter  from  a  careful  perusal  of 
the  provisions  of  the  second  article  of  the  convention,  with  such  consid- 
eration as  I  have  been  able  to  the  negotiations  preceding  its  conclusion 
between  my  predecessor,  Mr.  Bvarts,  and  Mr.  Outrey,  the  representa- 
tives of  their  Governments,  respectively,  in  negotiating  the  convention; 
ftnd  feeling,  as  I  do,  well  assured  of  the  disjiosition  of  this  Government 
togivft  full  effect  to  every  stipulation  of  that  convention  in  spirit  no  less 
than  in  letter,  it  is  not  doubted  that  this  feeling  will  be  fully  reciprocated 
bythe  French  Government,  and  that  a  similar cour«;ew\Ub^^^o^\«^\ys^ 
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with  regard  to  any  claims  of  French  citizens  against  the  United  Sta 
which  may  have  already  been  presented  or  may  hereafter  be  preset 
for  the  consideration  of  the  convention,  and  which  may  be  foQn< 
have  been  diplomatically,  judicially,  or  otherwise,  by  competent  aut 
ity  of  the  United  States,  heretofore  disposed  of.  And  in  regard  U 
casefi  of  this  character,  it  will  be  proper  for  you  as  the  agfent  and  c( 
sel  of  this  Government  to  request  the  agent  on  the  part  of  Franc 
withdraw  them  from  the  Commission  ;  and  in  case  such  request  on  3 
part  shall  not  meet  with  prompt  compliance  you  will  be  expected  t< 
port  any  such  instance  of  refusal  to  the  Department  with  a  viei 
suqh  further  steps  as  the  Government  may  deem  it  necessary 
proper  to  take.  If,  in  your  opinion,  the  two  claims  referred  to  in  3 
letter  of  the  8th  instant  (Nos.  18  and  28),  come  within  the  cate| 
named,  these  will  form  proper  subjects  for  such  requests  for  withdra 
I  am,  &e., 

JAMES  G.  BLAINl 


No,  80. 

Mr.  J.  0.  Bancroft  Davis  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  of  State, 
WashingtoUj  December  27, 188; 

Sir  :  Referring  to  Mr.  Blaine's  letter  to  you  of  the  17th  instant,  I  h 
now  to  inclose  a  copy  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Outrey,  in  reply  to  the 
from  Mr.  Blaine  therein  referred  to. 

I  call  your  particular  attention  to  the  last  paragraph,  and  will  th 
you,  at  your  convenience,  to  make  out,  addressed  to  the  Departmei 
complete  list  of  the  cases  which  fall  under  it. 

It  is  understood  at  the  Department  that  the  counsel,  by  Mr.  Tay 
will  ask  for  a  reversal  of  Mr.  Blaine's  decision.  Should  this  be  grai 
no  steps  will  be  necessary'  on  our  side  for  the  dismissal  of  cases.  ] 
should  it  be  refused  it  may  be  deemed  proper  to  interpose  diplon 
ically  to  secure  the  retirement  of  cases  on  the  French  side  affected 
the  principle. 

I  am,  &c., 

J.  C.  BANCROFT  DAVIS, 
^  Acting  Seoretar 


No.  81. 
Mr.  John  Davis  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen, 

Washington,  January  25, 1881 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of 
Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  dated  the  27th  ultimo,  relating  to  the  cas< 
Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  now  pending  before  tliis  C 
mission,  in  which  he  refers  to  Mr.  Blaine's  letter  to  Mr.  Boutwell^ds 
the  17th  of  December,  and  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Oat 
dated  December  21. 

Mr.  Davis  calls  attention  to  the  last  paragraph  of  Mr.  Ontrey's  n 
in  which  he  says:  *^  I  need  not  add  that  on  oar  part  we  shall  strictly 
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ierve,  the  case  arising,  the  legal  interpretation  ^ven  by  mutual  cou- 
seot  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  January  15,  188(K^  Mr.  Davis 
requests  that  a  complete  list  be  made  of  the  cases  which  fall  under  this 
iDterpretation. 

I  have,  therefore,  caused  the  memorial  to  be  examined  in  every  case 
where  compensation  is  claimed  from  the  United  States,  and  I  inclose  a 
list  of  those  cases  which,  in  my  opinion,  appear  on  the  face  of  the  me- 
fflorials  to  fall  within  the  principle. 

I  cannot,  however,  assure  you  that  this  list  is  absolutely  complete, 
nor  that. among  the  seven  hundred  and  twenty-six  cases  now  pending 
here  on  the  part  of  alleged  citizens  of  France  ihere  may  not  be 
others  properly  belonging  to  that  class,  and  which  may  hereafter  be 
shown  by  the  testimony  to  be  identical  in  principle  with  the  Taylor 
case.  I  believe,  however,  that  the  list  is  as  complete  as  it  is  possible  to 
make  it  without  that  careful  examination  of  each  case  which  will  be 
made  when  it  is  prepared  for  trial. 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  of  interest  to  you  to  see  the  correspond- 
ence between  the  agent  and  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
and  the  agent  on  the  part  of  the  Republic  of  France  in  relation  to  the 
case  of  T.  O.  Payan  v.  The  United  States,  No.  4:U,  and  I  therefore  have 
the  honor  to  inclose  a  cop3"  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Gri- 
JDaod  de  Canx,  dated  January  5, 1882,  and  the  translation  of  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Oaux  to  Mr.  Boutwell,  dated  January  18, 1882,  in 
reference  thereto. 
I  have.  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Assistant  Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 


8T  OF  CASES  OF  FRENCH  CLAIMANTS  ON  FILE  BEFORE  THE  FRENCH 
^iVD  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION,   WHICH  IT  IS  BELIEVED  FALL 
WITHIN  THE  PRISCIfLE  STATED  BY  MR.  OUTRE F. 

Washinoton,  January  25,  1882. 
Marik  Alphonse  de  Perdukanvillb 


The  United  States. 


i  No.  18. 


The  first  item  of  this  claim  is  for  67  bales  of  cotton  shipped  on  board  the  sobooner 

agnolia  at  Morgan  City  Parish,  La.,  in  April,  1862. 

The  scbooner  and  cargo  were  captured  in  the  Qulf  of  Mexico  by  the  United  States 
vnboat  Hattt*ras,  and  are  believed  to  have  been  coodemued  as  a  prize. 

The  second  item  is  a  claim  for  damages,  owing  to  delay  of  steamer  Mexico. 

The  third  item  is  a  claim  for  the  proceeds  of  schooner  Frederick  II  and  cargo, 
anting  in  the  aggregate  to  the  sum  of  $'i6,933.98. 

This  item  was  disposed  of  by  the  United  States  district  court  of  New  Orleans,  La., 
^^eo  sitting  as  a  prize  court,  in  the  month  of  May,  l(jH4.  (See  suit  No.  78d3,  The 
Vli)it«d  States  v.  Schooner  Frederick  IL) 

The  fourth  item  is  a  claim  for  cotton  lost  on  account  of  the  illegal  detention  of  the 
•^hooner  M«&ry  P.  Burton. 

Items  1  and  3  are  already  within  the  article. 

"I^UHAB  C.  Payak,  Pierre  A.  Oramarchi, 

Jean  Charles  Harispb  I  No  2S 

V, 

The  United  States. 

This  is  a  claim  for  250  bales  of  cotton  seised  by  the  United  States  antborities  ob 
^highseaa,  alM>ot  lOO  miles  from  Havana,  while  on  board  the  Briiish  regintered 
EJiooDsr  Baiiorry  on  her  Toyage  from  Calcasiea,  La.,  to  Havana.    Amoaut  claimed, 
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Tbe  BchoonAr  and  cargo  were  taken  into  Key  West,  Fla.,  where  both  oi 
Bohooner  were  libeled  as  prize  of  war. 

,  The  court  at  Key  West  condemned  both  vessel  and  cargo  as  enemy  propM 
present  claimants  were  represented. 

The  case  was  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Conrt  of  the  United  States  and  the 
b#»low  Hiifltained.     (See  2  Wallace  Reports,  pages  475,  &c.) 


Blaze  Mottb 

«.  >  No.  i:u. 

The  United  States. 


B8.  S 


This  claim  was  allowed  and  paid  to  Bellooq,  Noblom  A  Co.  by  the  Court  c 


O.  A.  Lr  More  &  Co. 

V,  >  No.  211. 

The  United  States, 


?o.  ) 

KS.  ) 


This  is  a  claim  for  830  bales  of  cotton  seized  by  the  United  States  naval 
ties  on  the  Ouachita  River,  Louisiana,  in  1864.  The  cotton  was  taken  to  the 
district  of  Illinois  and  libeled  as  prize  of  war. 

Claimants  submitted  their  claim  to  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
district  of  Illinois,  in  which  the  cotton  had  been  libeled. 

The  decree  of  the  court  was  adverse  to  their  claim. 

They  appealed  irora  the  decree  of  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  State 
southern  district  of  Illinois  to  the  Supreme  Uourt  of  the  United  States,  whi 
December  term  of  186?,  rendert'd  its  decision  afhrmiug  the  decree  of  th< 
court. 


Henriette  Levy 

V. 

The  United  States 


>  No.  253. 
5S.  > 


This  claim  was  allowe<^i  and  paid  to  Bellocq,  Noblom  A  Co.  by  the  Court  a 


r:rbec     ) 
States.  ) 


Etienne  Derbec 

r.  >  No.  339. 

The  United  Sta' 


This  is  a  claim  for  wrongs  and  injuries  received  by  claimants  at  the  hande 
at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  in  1865. 

On  the  27th  day  of  March,  1868,  an  act  was  passed  by  the  legislature  of  1 
of  California  entitled  ^'An  act  to  provide  for  compensating  parties  whose 
may  be  destroyed  iu  consequence  of  mobs  or  riots.^ 

Claimant  availed  himself  of  the  benefits  of  said  act,  and  on  the  10th  day 
1868,  brought  suit  against  the  city  ^f  San  Francisco  in  the  district  court  of  t 
judicial  district  of  the  State  of  California,  in  which  suit  he  claimed  damage 
destruction  of  his  establishment  and  the  stoppage  of  his  newspapers,  Sec. 

Claimant  obtained  a  verdict  in  the  sum  of  $7,500,  with  interest. 

Judgment  was  rendered  by  the  conrt  for  that  amount  and  paid  to  claimai 

He  now  claims  additional  compensation. 


Bazile  Laplace. 
p. 
The  United  States 


VNo.  :}65. 


This  is  a  claim  for  65  bales  of  ginned  cotton  seised  by  United  States  an 
whilst  on  board  the  schooner  Julia,  about  50  miles  above  Fort  Livingst-on,  a 
to  Key  West,  Fla.,  and  sold  by  order  of  the  prize  court  of  the  United  State 
place. 

Robert  de  la  Steyerie  and^ 

Marie  de  la  Steyerie,  I  j^,    *ggt 

The  United  States.        J 

This  is  a  claim  for  the  use  and  occupation  by  United  States  authorities  o 
lands  and  lots  situate  on  Wallmalan  and  Edisto  Islands,  South  Carolina, 
for  the  proceeds  of  a  sloop  known  as  the  Ashley  and  her  cargo. 

The  agent  of  the  claimant  chartered  the  sloop  Ashley  in  December,  18G1,  t< 
io  Wallmalan  Island  to  bring  to  the  market  of  the  city  of  Charleston  a  lot  < 
and  provisions  which  belonged  .to  claimant. 

The  sloop  with  her  cargo  of  cotton,  &o.,  was  seized  by  the  ifnited  Stat 
Mntborities,  and  condemned  as  a  prize. 
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Masii  Amelik  Laplantr,  akd 
only  heir  of  Edward  Laplante, 
d4)ceaMd,  }  No.  674. 

V. 

The  United  Stateh; 

This  is  a  claim  for  ^iiS2  bales  of  cottou  and  1,200  staves,  valued  at  $64,r)75. 

This  property  was  od  a  certain  vessel  called  the  schooner  Josephine,  which  vessel 
with  her  cargo  was  seised  and  captured  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  on  the  2tith  day  of 
Joly,  1862,  by  the  United  States  steamer  Hatteras,  and  was  taken  with  her  cargo,  in 
okargeof  a  price  crew,  to  the  port  of  Philadelphia,  where  said  schooner  and  carep 
were,  on  the  2l8t  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1863,  by  the  decree  of  the  district  court  of  thp 
Waited  States,  in  and  for  the. eastern  district  of  Pennsylvania,  condemned  as  prise  of 
war,  for  breach  of  the  blockade. 

in  Appeal  wa«  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  and  the  decision  of 
^  ttid  prise  conrt  was  there  affirmed. 


Wabhinqton,  January  5,  1882. 

TifOMAS  C.  PaYAN, 

r.  >  No  481. 

United  States. 


J 


Ai:  Messrs.  Shellabarger  So  Wilson,  who  appear  as  special  contisel  in  the  abovp- 
^^^ned  case,  have  ma<!e  a  verbal  request  to  me  to  permit  the  use  of  the  testimony 
"^  en  by  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States,  in  No.  2758,  being. 

petition  of  Payau  and  Carhart  for  compensation  for  76  bales  of  cotton. 
M.  nnd  upon  inquiry,  that  Payan  and  Carhart  filed  a  petitiou  In  the  Court  of  Claims 
ooropeiisation  for  76  bales  of  cotton  which  appear  to  be  the  same  as  that  described 
the  memorial  of  Thomas  C.  Payan  V8,  the  United  States,  No.  431,  now  pending  be* 
this  Commission. 
3  find  also  upon  an  examination  of  the  records  of  the  Court  of  Claims  in  No.  2758| 
t  the  case  was  heard  and  an  award  made  in  favor  of  the  claimant  for  a  small  por- 
n  of  the  sum  claimed;  that  afterwards  the  petitioner  moved  for  a  new  trial  and 
t  the  motion  was  granted ;  that  the  claimants  failed  to  prosecute  the  case,  and  thai 
T  the  expiration  of  six  months^  and  aft«T  notice  given  to  the  petitioners  that  a 
'WtioD  has  been  made  by  the  Attorney-General  that  the  case  be  dismissed,  under  the 
lies  of  the  Court  of  Claims  the  case  was  dismissed. 

1  have  to  inform  you  that  upon  this  state  of  fact«  I  shall  maintain  before  this  Com- 
ifision  that  the  claim  has  been  disposed  of  Judicially,  aud  that  the  French  and  Ameri- 

Claims  Commission  has  no  Jurisdiction  over  it. 
In  this  view  of  the  case,  I  suggest,  in  case  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  upon 
M  point  is  desired,  that  before  either  party  is  at  the  expense  of  taking  testimony  so 
Qch  of  the  record  cf  the  Court  of  Claims  as  may  be  necessary  to  show  the  nature  of 
^^e  proceeding  before  that  trib<inal  be  had  by  the  certificate  of  the  clerk  or  by  stipula- 
^^«a  between  the  counsel  for  the  Government  of  France  and  the  counsel  for  the  United 
^^^tM,  and  that  thereon  the  Judgment  of  the  Commission  be  taken  upon  the  question 
^>tf  jurisdiction. 

1  may  perhaps  add  properly  that,  should  the  case  be  tried  upon  its  merits,  the  conn- 

I  for  the  United  States  ought  to  have  the  opportunity  to  examine  and  cross-examine 

^e  witness,  specially  with  reference  to  the  case  before  this  tribunal,  and  that  it  would 

%lierefore  be  inadvisable  for  me  to  assent  to  the  use  of  the  testimony  taken  under  the 

^ Erection  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 

I  have,  Ao., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL. 
Ag§nt  and  Cauntelfar  the  United  Staiee. 


[Tianslatioii.] 
^f««<  of  the  Oovemmemt  of  the  Bepublio  of  France  before  the  Claime  CommUteion. 

Washinqton,  January  18,  1882. 

Mr.  Agent  :  In  the  letter  which  yon  did  rae  the  honor  to  write  to  me  upon  the  5th 
^  this  month  yon  informed  me  that  in  the  discussion  of  the  claim  of  Thomas  C.  Payan 
^The  United  States,  No.  431,  it  is  your  intention  to  contend  before  the  Commission 
T^  it  is  withoat  jurisdiction  from  the  fact  that  the  claim  have  already  been  iudl- 
^y  disposed  of.    Yon  learn  from  the  Infonnation  which.  \iaaV^«QTit\ucTiV(^ie,^^^^\^l 
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Messrs.  Slif^Ilabarger  &  Wilson,  special  connsel  for  the  olaimant,  that  this  olaim  hM 
already  beeu  entered  upon  the  docket  of  the  Court  of  Claims  nnder  No.  *4i7r>8,  iu  the 
name  of  Payan  and  Carhart,  and  that  yon  have  been  subsequently  Hssnred  that  this 
claim  and  th(^  one  brought  before  this  Com  mission  under  th»  No.  431  are  the  same. 
Yon  have  also  learned  that  the  Conrt  of  Claims  after  having  given  Judgment  for  a  part 
of  the  claim  in  favor  of  the  petitioners  granted  them  upon  their  request  leave  to  re- 
view the  decision,  and  that  after  notice  given  to  the  petitioners  that  the  Attorney- 
General  moved  to  dismiss  the  case,  the  Court  of  Claims  did  in  fact  dismiss  it. 

All  these  facts  were  until  now  entirely  unknown  to  me.  The  agent  of  thn  Govern, 
ment  of  the  Republic  of  France  before  the  Mixed  Commission  has  scrnpulously  en- 
deavored on  every  occasion  to  prevent  the  presentation  of  claims  which  upon  the  al- 
legations in  the  memorial  prc^seuted  by  the  claimants  appeared  to  him  a  manifest  con- 
travention, to  the  stipulations  of  the  convention  of  January  15,  1"J80.  Thn  memorial. 
No.  431,  alleges  that  neither  the  claimant  nor  any  one  on  his  behalf  has  received  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  th»  sum  claimed;  that  although  it  was  presented  to  the  Court  of 
Claims  of  the  United  States  on  the  20th  of  June,  1867,  it  was  afterwards  withdrawn, 
and  that  this  suit  led  to  no  result  before  that  court. 

It  was  then  natural  that  my  predecessor  should  submit  the  claim  for  the  decision 
of  the  commissioners. 

As  a  general  principle,  if  facts  are  disclosed  showing  that  the  allegations  contained 
in  the  memorial  are  erroneous,  and  that  therefore  there  is  gronnd  to  immediately 
apply  the  terms  of  the  convention,  I  am  certain  that  yon  will  agree  with  me,  Mr. 
Agent,  in  declaring  that  the  letter  as  well  as  the  spirit  of  the  treaty  make  it  our  duty 
to  withdraw  such  daiio  at  the  moment  when  an  application  of  ihe  provisions  of  the 
treaty  becomes  mauifoKt. 

I  shall,  therefore,  be  obliged  to  yon  if  yon  will  furnish  me  the  necessary  means  of 
proof  to  establish  the  fact  that  the  allegations  of  memorial  No.  431  are  contrary  to 
the  truth,  and  that  this  claim  falls  under  the  provisions  of  Article  II  of  the  conven- 
tion. 

I  am.  ScCf 

GRIMAUD  DE  CAUX. 


No.  82. 
Mr,  Bovttrell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Washington,  February  4, 1882. 

Sir  :  lu  the  li8t  of  cases  furnished  by  Mr.  Davis,  aud  inclosed  in  his 
letter  to  yon  of  the  25th  of  January,  which  contained  the  names  of 
claimants  who  have  filed  claims  before  this  Commission  for  compensa- 
tion for  alleged  losses  arising  from  the  decrees  of  prize  courts  of  the 
United  States,  will  be  found  that  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  No. 211  on  the 
docket. 

A  stipulation  was  entered  into  between  the  counsel  for  the  respective 
Governments  in  the  above  case  and  filed  November  19,  1881,  in  the  fol- 
lowing form : 

It  is  agreed  that  the  time  for  filing  brief  in  answer  in  this  case  is  hereby  extended 
until  further  understanding. 

This  morning  I  have  received  the  following  communication : 

FHKNCII  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 


G.  A.  Lb  Mork  &  Co. 

1!?. 

Thk    Unitkd  States 


'  >  No.  211. 


Hon.  G.  8.  BouTWKLL : 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  I  decline  t>o  be  bound  any  longer  by  the  stipa- 
latiou  signf  d  by  me  in  the  above  entitled  case  and  which  bean  date  November  19^ 
18»1. 

Very  respectfully, 

CHARLES  ADOLPHE  db  CHAMRRUN, 

CawMtAfcr  Frtnck  HepmbHa, 
WABHiNOTONt  D.  C,  JP'c&ruary  3,1881. 
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The  testimoiiy  for  the  claimant  in  the  above  case  was  closed  Jnne  1, 
1881;  butowiii^to  the  press  of  business  and  the  circumstances  that 
doobts  existed  as  to  whether  the  case  was  to  be  prosecuted  further,  no 
teBtimoiiy  has  yet  been  taken  by  tbe  United  States. 

It  appears  from  the  communication  of  the  counsel  for  the  French  Be- 
public  tbat  the  ciise  is  to  be  pressed  to  a  hearing,  althou|]:h  it  seems  in 
principle  not  to  be  distinguishable  from  the  cuse  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The 
French  Republic. 

T  Vi^vM    Aid 

'        '  GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Agent  and  Counaelfor  the  United  States. 


Ko.  83. 

Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr,  J.  C.  B.  Davis, 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washingtonj  February  0,  1882. 

MtDear  Sir:  Agreeably  to  our  conversation  this  morning  I  have 
the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  copy  of  the  record  in  the  case  of  G. 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.  v  The  United  States,  No.  211. 
Most  respectfully, 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL. 


FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION, 
FiUd  March  28,  1881.— FF.  F,  P.  <f  X.  L.,  Sees. 


Q.  A.  Lb  Mork  St  Co. 

9. 

Tax  Unitkd  Statics 


>  No.  211. 


Albert  C.  Janin,  AUomey. 

MEMORIAL. 

^^^lionordble  commUtionfrM  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commisiionf  ntiing  at 
V^atkingUifif  if.  C,  under  the  conreution  contiuded  between  the  Governments  of  France 
««4IA«  United  StaUe,  on  January  15,  ItbOi 

The  memorial  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  respectfnlly  represents:  That  yonr  memori- 
iliRtoare  citizens  of  tlif^  Kepublicof  France,  and  the  only  members  of  a  commercial 
AnnestablislK-d  in  tbe  city  of  Hnvre^  France*  Gustave  A.  Le  More  being  the  active 
tnd  managing  partner  aiul  L^ontine  Le  More  the  silent  [lartner  in  said  association, 
^le  mid  Gastave  A.  Le  More  was  born  in  tbe  city  of  Havre*  France,  in  the  year  1H20, 
ind  L^mtiue  Le  More  at  tlie  same  place  abont  i  be  year  182*2,  and  both  of  them  have 
'^ided  in  said  city  from  their  infHDcy  nntil  tiie.  present  time,  and  have  never  had 
*i>7  other  domicile.  Their  post- o (lice  address  is  the  poste  restante  of  said  city.  At 
^tiioe  of  the  origin  of  tbe  claim  which  is  the  subject-matter  of  this  memorial,  and 
*Uhenretoent  time,  the  said  claim  was  ami  is  the  exclusive  property  of  yonr  memori- 
^tHta,  Gnstave  A.  Le  More  and  L^mtine  Le  More;  no  transfer  of  their  interest  in 
■jidclsim,  or  of  any  ]iart  thereof,  has  ever  been  made  by  either  of  them,  nor  Iiave 
^i|«y ever  received  any  compensation  in  money  or  other  valuable  thing,  or  any  iiidem- 
*'^y  whfttsoever,  for  the  losses  which  constitute  the  basis  of  said  claim.  Neither  of 
T^rmemorialiatB  ever  rendered  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  Oov«ti\ifiL«ii\i  ol  Wv^  «k^ 
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oalled  Confederate  States,  or  ever  became  uatiiralised,  or  took  auy  stepe  to  that  end, 
iu  the  United  States,  or  any  other  country  foreign  to  them. 

The  said  claim  ha8  been  the  Hnbject  of  {udicial  exaM.inalion  iu  the  United  Ststea 
district  court  for  the  southern  district  of  lUiuoiK  aud  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  attention  of  the  American  Government  has  been  repoaiddW 
called  bv  diplomatic  correspondence  to  the  denial  of  justice  suffered  by  your  memorial- 
ists in  the  disallowance  of  their  claim  by  the  courtii,  but  no  final  determination  of  the 
matter  has  yet  been  reached.  Your  me'morialists  therefore  appeal  to  this  honorable 
Commission  to  redress  a  great  wrong  done,  not  designedly  and  deliberately,  hot  inad- 
vei'tently  and  in  consequence  of  a  grave  error  of  fact  her(.'after  to  be  explained,  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  citizens  of  a  friendly  foreign  state,  aud  for  the 
better  aud  more  thorough  comprehension  of  the  matter  they^,  with  the  permission  of 
the  honorable  Commission,  will  now  present  their  claim  both  in  a  narrative  and  argu- 
mentative form. 

For  many  years  prior  to  1864  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  dc  Co.,  of  Havre,  was  engaged 
in  the  transaction  of  commission  business,  the  exportation  of  goods,  and  the  importa- 
tion into  France  of  cotton  and  other  foreign  products.  Two  brothers  of  the  memben 
of  said  firm,  namely,  Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More,  had  for  several  years  been  residing  in 
the  United  States,  and  were,  at  the  time  of  the  brealciug  out  of  the  war  between  th« 
Southern  and  Northern  States,  members  of  the  firm  of  Edw^ard  Gautherin  A.  Co.,  whioL 
was  dissolved  in  December,  18G2.  They  wore  in  no  way  connected  with  the  firm  of 
G,  A.  Le  More  &,  Co. 

On  the  20th  of  May,  1863^  Jules  Le  More  wrot«  a  letter  to  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co., 
-  dated  from  Matamoros,  Mexico,  in  which  he  informed  them  that,  finding  nothing  (o 
occupy  him  profitably  in  New  Orleans,  he  had  come  to  Matamoros,  where  advanta- 
geous bnsineas  might  be  done  in  cotton,  by  buying  either  on  the  spot  or  in  Texas  or 
Western  Louisiana,  and  offered  them  his  services  to  buy  icotton  for  them  at  a  commis- 
sion of  5  per  cent.,  and  said  that  Mr.  Tertrou,  whose  acquaintance  he  had  made  in 
Mexico,  was  willing  to  advance  money  to  him,  to  be  refunded  with  the  proceeds  of 
drafts  drawn  by  him  on  them. 

This  letter  w^as  answered  by  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co,  on  the  *i4th  day  of  July,  IdSi,  to 
the  efiect  that  they  authorized  Jules  Le  More  to  purchase  for  them  not  more  than 
twenty-five  hundred  bales,  to  be  delivered  in  Europe  at  two  francs  and  a  half  per 
pound,  his  commission  included.    At  the  same  time  they  sent  him  a  letter  of  creoit. 

This  was  a  transaction  such  as,  no  doubt,  many  comniercial  houses  of  Europe  en- 
gaged in  at  that  time.  Furnished  with  this  authority  and  letter  of  credit,  Jules  Le 
More  proceeded  to  Western  Lonisiana  as  the  scene  of  his  operations.  His  busineas 
being  to  purchase  cotton,  he  first  bought  323  bales,  one  mile  from  Monroe,  on  the 
Ouachita  Kiver,  from  A.  Lazarc  and  John  Pargoud,  for  which  he  paid  $160  per  bale, 
in  United  States  currency.  At  that  time  Jules  Le  More  staid  principally  at  Shreve- 
port.  There  was  at  that  place  also  a  person  by  the  name  of  L^on  Qneyrouze,  who 
had  come  on  from  Mt>!xico  to  settle  a  claim  for  cotton  with  the  agent  of  the  Con- 
federate Government,  aud  who  was  an  old  acquaintance  of  Jules  he  More.  There 
was  at  Shreveport  a  cotton  bureau,  entablished  by  the  Confederate  commander 
of  the  trans-MirsHisHippi  department,  General  Kirby  Smith,  which  had  charge  of 
the  preservation  ana  disposal  of  the  ccjtton  purchased  by  the  Confederate  Gov- 
ernment. The  Confedet-ate  authorities  had  seized  415  bales  of  cotton  which  Quey- 
rouze  had  at  Brownsville.  Queyrouze  had  preferred  a  claim  for  indemnity,  and 
was  allowed  H30  bales  of  cotton  on  the  Ouachita,  it  being  customary  with  the 
Confederate  Government  to  give  two  bales  of  cotton  in  nu  exposed  situation  far 
one  bale  at  or  near  firownsvillo,  where,  on  account  of  its  comparative  security 
from  the  Uuite<I  States  forces  aud  thofacilitit'sfpr  sending  goods  across  to  Matamoros, 
cotton  had  much  more  value.  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  of  the  Confederate  army, 
was  cliief  of  the  cotton  bureau  in  the  trans-Mississippi  department.  Under  him  was 
John  A.  Buckuer*  who  was  a  major  on  the  stafi'  of  General  Kirby  Smith,  and  agent 
of  the  cotton  bureaus,  and  had  charge  of  all  the  Confederate  cotton  in  the  Ouachita 
Valley.  Buckuer  was  also  assistant  inspector-general  on  the  staft*  of  General  Kirby 
Smith,  and  under  orders  to  deliver  cotton  sold  by  the  cotton  bureau  from  December, 
1863,  to  April,  ib(i^>;  and  under  orders  from  the  cotton  bureau,  he  delivered,  in  the 
latter  part  of  February,  18H4,  to  Mr.  L^ou  Queyrouze  8:W  bales  of  cotton  on  the  Sim- 
mons plantation,  on  the  Ouachita  River.  It  was  optional  with  him  to  deliver  this  or 
any  other  cotton  to  Queyrouze,  but  he  chose  this  lot  because  there  the  necessary 
quantity  was  at  hand.  This  cotton  had  been  purchased  by  the  Confederato  Govern- 
ment from  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons,  as  will  appear  from  the  evidence  to  be  submitted. 
Queyrouze,  being  iu  want  of  money,  aud  anxious  to  sell,  offered  the  cotton  to  Jules 
Le  More  for  his  principals,  but  knowing  from  conversations  that  Jules  Le  More,  from 
past  experience,  was  anxious  to  avoid  a  collision  with  the  Federal  authorities,  and 
would  not  be  willing  to  buy  cotton  that  had  been  owned  by  the  Confederate  Govern- 
ment,  he  told  him  that  he  had  bought  this  cotton  firom  planters,  and  that  it  belonged 
to  one  P.  Garcia,  whose  agent  he  represented  himself  to  be.    Under  these  tepremnta- 
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tions  Le  More  agre«d  to  parchaae  the  cotton,  and  paid  for  it  $160  i>er  bale  in  United 
States  carren^,  and  an  invoice  was  made  ont  and  receipt  giveij.  Thereupon  the 
cotton  was  delivered  to  Le  More.  Thisvcotton  was  raised  on  the  Simmons  plantation, 
in  the  Parish  of  Caldwell,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana.  Dr. 
Simmons  fully  consented  to  Le  More's  talking  possession  and  ctiutrol  of  the  cotton,  and 
he  assisted  Le  More  in  getting  it  ready  for  shipment.  Le  More  then  had  that  cotton 
hauled,  through  Messrs.  Wentzeland  Pargoud,  to  the  hauls  of  the  river,  and  got  ready 
for  shipment,  naving  written  to  New  Orleans  for  permission  to  ship  it.  He  wrote  for 
BQcb  permission  to  Mr.  Aristide  Miltenberger,  at  New  Orleans,  who  received  the  com- 
manlcation  but  did  not  act  upon  it,  and  consequently  did  not  obtain  the  permit. 

The  manner  in  which  the  Confederate  Government  obtained  the  cotton  will  be 

clearly  shown  by  the  evidence.    It  had  been  raised  upon  the  plantation  of  Tatum  A 

Simmons,  and  was  the  joint  property  of  John  T.  Simmons  and  the  heirs  of  Tatum. 

John  Ray,  a  lawyer  and  planter  of  that  parish  and  near  neighbor  of  Dr.  Simmons 

(the  Simmons  plantation  lying  between  Rav's  residence  and  plantation),  was  in  cen- 

■taot  intercourse  with  Simmons,  and  acted  as  his  adviser  in  all  his  legal  business. 

Both  Simmons  and  the  widow  and  heirs  of  Tatum  were  desirous  of  making  a  partition 

of  this  property.    To  that  end,  on  the  25th  of  December,  1862,  John  Ray,  as  attorney 

for  Simmons,  and  Lndeling,  as  attorney  for  the  widow  and  heirs  of  Tatum,  met  on 

the  Simmons  plantation,  and  an  agreement  was  entered  into  for  a  partition  of  all  the 

|froperty,  being  land,  neg^roes,  about  1,100  bales  of  cotton,  and  some  personal  property. 

It  was  decided  that  Simmons  should  take  all  the  property,  pay  to  the  widow  and 

heirs  of  Tatum  $50,000,  and  assume  all  the  debts  of  the  partnership,  which  amounted 

to  about  9200,000.    The  $50,000  were  to  be  paid  in  Confederate  bonds  or  treasury  notes, 

both  having  then  considerable  money  value.     It  was  also  agreed  that  the  $50,000 

•honld  be  raised  by  the  sale  of  the  necessary  amount  of  cotton  to  the  cotton-purchasing 

sgent  of  the  Confederate  States. 

Between  900  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton  were  thus  sold  to  C.  G.  Young,  subagent 
imder  A.  W.  McKee,  the  general  agent  of  said  Government  for  the  purchase  of  cotton. 
A  memorandum  in  writing  was  Mien  made  of  this  transaction.  Legal  proceeding 
were  then  taken  to  vest  the  title  to  all  the  property  in  Simmons,  and  the  $50,000  m 
Confederate  bonds  or  treasary  notes  were  by  said  Ray  for  Simmons  paid  over  to  the 
Attorney  for  Tatum's  heirs.  After  the  sale  of  Simmons's  cotton  to  the  Confederate 
States  it  remained  in  his  possession  and  custody  under  a  written  agreement  with  tho 
Confederate  Government  agent. 

Early  in  March,  1864,  Simmons  met  Mai.  John  A.  Buckner  and  Leon  Queyronze. 
Major  Buckner  informed  him  that  he  had  been  to  his  plantation  to  deliver  to  Quey- 
roQze,  and  had  delivered  to  him,  the  cotton  which  he  (Simmons)  had  sold  to  the  Con- 
federate States.  Qneyrouze  requested  Simmons  to  take  care  of  the  cotton  for  him, 
tnd  promised  to  give  him  a  sack  of  cofifee  if  he  would  watch  it,  and  Simmons  agreed 
to  watch  it. 

8ome  eight  or  ten  days  after  Simmons's  interview  with  Buckner  and  Qneyrouze  the 
former  was  accosted  by  Queyrouze,  who  introduced  him  to  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  and  he 
WIS  informed  by  them  that  Le  More  had  purchased  that  cotton  for  the  house  of  G. 
A  Le  More  Sc  Co.  Mr.  'Le  M6re  afterwards  engaged  Simmons  to  mark  the  cotton  for 
tbe  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  So  Co.,  and  take  oare  of  it  and  to  place  it  on  rails  in  lines 
or  rows  in  regular  shipping  order  on  the  bank  of  the  river.  L^  More  wished  him  also 
to  hanl  the  cotton  to  the  river,  which  he  declined  to  do,  and  the  cotton  was  hauled 
for  Ls  More  by  John  Pargoud  and  John  Wentzel,  for  which  service  he  paid  $1  per 
Ule 


bad  not  Unished  when  certain  United  States  vessels  came  up,  and  Simmons  stopped 
nuffking  and  working  at  the  cotton.  These  vessels  seized  ana  loaded  the  cotton,  and 
fiimiiMMis  immediately  informed  Le  More  of  the  fact  by  letter.  At  that  time  Le  More 
WSB  expecting  permits  to  transport  the  cotton  to  New  Orleans. 

Other  persons  have  laid  claim  to  this  same  cotton,  but  up  to  the  time  of  the  seizure 
of  the  cotton  by  the  United  States  vessels  neither  Ray  nor  Simmons,  nor  any  of  the 
namerouH  persons  connected  with  the  transaction  except  the  immediate  friends  and 
connections  of  the  other  claimants,  ever  had  heard  of  any  other  claim  to  it  but  Qney- 
lonze's  and  Le  More  was  thus  in  the  quiet  possession  of  the  cotton  for  about  a  month 
before  it  was  taken. 

Toar  memorialists  beg  leave,  by  way  of  anticipation,  to  draw  the  particular  atten- 
tion of  the  honorable  commissioners  at  this  point  to  the  undoubted  possession  of  thia 
eottOD  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  through  their  agent,  so  clearly  shown  by  the  facts 
*Dd  circonistances  which  have  Just  been  noticed,  and  which  will  be  found  to  be  amply 
pn>?ed  by  the  evidence  to  be  submitted. 

When  the  United  States  vessels  came  up  to  the  Ouachita,  Jules  Le  More  had  pur- 
^*fled  and  was  in  possession  of  three  lots  of  cotton,  to  wit,  fifty-nine  bales,  purchased 
uOffl  one  Lazare  at  $160  a  bale,  paid  in  United  States  currency ',  264  hales  ^nx- 

H.  Ex.  235—19 
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ohased  from  John  Fargoud,  also  at  $160  a  bale,  in  United  States  cnrrency,  and  the  830 
bales  purchased  from  Queyrouze.  ,  The  two  former  lots  were  on  the  west  bank  of  the 
Ouacbitai  on  Lazare's  plautation,  and  the  latter  on  Simmons's  plantation,  22  miles 
from  Monroe.  All  of  this  cotton  was  seized  by  a  flotilla  of  the  United  States  armed 
Teasels,  under  the  command  of  Lieutenant  Commander  James  P.  Foster.  It  wag 
claimed  as  prize  by  the  naval  captors,  carried  to  Cairo,  and  libeled  in  the  district 
oonrt  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois. 

So  soon  as  the  memorialists  were  apprised  of  the  seizure  of  their  cotton  by  the 
Federal  naval  forces,  they  appealed  to  the  French  lej^ation  at  Washington  to  demand 
for  them  the  restitution  of  their  property.  Monsieur  de  Geofroy,  the  then  charg6 
d'affaires  at  Washington,  duly  laid  the  matter  before  the  Hon.  W.  H.  Seward,  the 
American  Secretary  of  State.  The  latter,  in  the  presence  of  the  head  of  the  bouse 
of  0.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  and  also  in  a  written  communication  under  date  of  August 
10,  1864,  suggested  to  Monsieur  de  Geofroy  that  the  United  States  Government  could 
not  be  expected  to  accept  the  responsibility  for  such  an  act  of  war  as  that  complained 
of  before  the  interested  parties  had  established  before  a  competent  court  the  title  by 
virtue  of  which  they  claimed  the  property  in  question. 

Therefore  your  memorialists,  at  the  suggestion  and  by  the  advice  of  the  charg€ 
d'affaires  of  their  Government,  but  with  the  full  reservation  of  ulterior  recourse,  se- 
cured to  them  by  the  law  of  uMlons,  to  the  intervention  and  protection  of  their  own 
Government,  in  the  event  of  a  denial  of  justice  to  them  by  the  courts  of  the  country 
whose  naval  authorities  had  committed  the  act  and  wrong  of  which  they  complained, 
submitted  their  claim  to  the  United  States  district  court  for  the  southern  district  of 
Illinois,  in  which  their  cotton  had  been  libeled.  In  the  mean  time  the  cotton  in 
question  had  been  sold  and  the  proceeds  deposited  with  the  United  States  assistant 
treasurer  at  Saiut  Louis,  Mo. 

After  due  proceedings  had.  two  decrees  were  rendered  by  the  court  in  regard  to  the 
cotton  claimed  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  the  first  dated  November  6,  18&,  and  the 
second  dated  January  6,  1866.  We  insert  them  here  verbatim,  beginning  with  the 
second  in  point  of  time. 

Decree  in  the  matter  of  the  cliiim  of  323  hales  of  cotton. 

In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  Satur- 
day, 6th  January,  1866.    Befote  the  honorable  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge. 


The  United  States 

V, 

650  bales  of  cotton,  788  bales  and  52  bags 
cotton,  409  bales  and  139  bags  of  cotton, 
1,000  bales  of  cotton. 


of  >  In  prize. 


This  cause  having  been  heard  at  this  term  upon  the  libels,  the  claim  and  answer  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustave  Ai\dt6  Le  More  and  L^ontine  Le 
More,  claimants  of  323  bales  of  cotton  by  Jules  Le  More,  their  agent,  i^nd  the  testi- 
mony on  file,  and  it  appearing  to  the  coui-t  from  the  evidence  that  the  said  G.  A.  Le 
More  <&  Co.,  claimants,  are  the  owners  of  309  bales  of  said  cotton,  and  that  they  are 
subjects  of  the  Emperor  of  Frauce,  not  residing  within  the  jurisdiction  and  territory  of 
the  United  States.     And  it  further  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  said  309  bales  of 
cotton  were  lawfully  recaptured  from  the  enemy  by  the  United  States  steamers  Black 
Hawk,  Eastport,  Lafayette,  Neosko,  Ozark,  Choctaw,  Osage,  Chilicothe,  Louisville, 
Carondelet,  Benton,  Pittsburg,  Mound  City,  Essex,  Lexington,  Ouachita,  Fort  Hind— 
man,  Crickett,  Gazelle,  Gal.  Frice  Kiuswood,  Juliett,  Avenger,  and  Brown,  of  tbes 
Mississippi  squadron  of  the  United  States  Navy,  commanded  by  David  D.  Porter,  reai^- 
admiral,  and  that  said  vessels  are  entitled  to  military  salvage  for  said  capture. 

And  it  further  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  sale,  amounts 
ing  to  the  sum  of  $130,571.63,  have  been  deposited  with  the  assistant  treasurt^r  of  th»^ 
United  States  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to  the  order  of  the  court,  and  that  the  taxa^ 
imposed  by  the  acts  of  Congress  and  the  trade  regulations  of  the  Treasury  Depar 
meut  upon  the  said  309  bales  of  cotton,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $4,932.35,  ana  tl 
expenses  incurred  by  the  marshal  for  weighing,  storage,  cooperage,  d&c,  of  said  2i 
bales,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $1,099.52,  have  been  paid  by  order  of  the  court  out» 
said  proceeds,  and  that  the  sum  of  $494.40  has  been  allowed  by  the  court,  by  cooseia 
of  said  claimants  and  the  captors,  by  their  counsel,  and  paid  out  of  said  proceeds 
B.  M.  Corwine,  esq.,  for  his  services  as  a  counsel  for  claimants.  And  now  this  can 
coming  on  for  final  decree,  it  is  ordered,  adjndged,  and  decreed  bytheconrt  thatU^- 
•following  sums  be  allowed  and  paid  out  of  said  proceeds  for  costs  and  charges  in  tT~ 
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OAQfle,  inclnding  nsnal  and  reasonable  fees  to  the  coansfil  for  captors  (the  district 
attorney  waiving  any  allowance  to  him  as  fees  for  his  services  herein),  to  wit: 

To  the  marshal $1,741  62 

Tothe  clerk 1,370  88  . 

ToChs.  Eames,  counsel  for  captors 3,917  15 

It  is  farther  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  ont  of  the  residae  of  said  pro- 
ceeds, amounting  to  the  sum  of  |117,015.71,  the  sum  of  $16,911.91  be  paid  into  the 
Treasnry  of  theXFuited  States,  to  be  distributed  to  said  captors  as  military  salvage, 
in  accordance  with  this  decree. 

It  is  further  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  court,  that  after  paying  and  satisfying  the 
costs,  charges,  and  salvage  aforesaid,  the  residue  of  said  proceeds,  amounting  to  the 
Bum  of  $10U,  103.35,  be  paid  to  said  claimants. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  clerk  transmit  certified  copies  of  this  decree  to  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  and  Navy  of  the  United  States,  respectively. 

Decree  in  the  matter  of  the  claim  to  830  halea. 

In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois.    Mon- 
day, November  6, 1865.    Before  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge. 

The  United  States  ^ 

650  bales  of  cotton,  788  bales  and  52  bags  >  In  prize, 
of  cotton,  409  bales  and  1.39  bags  of  cotton, 
1,000  bales  of  cotton. 

This  cause  having  been  heard  upon  the  libels,  the  claim  and  answer  of  G.  A.  Le 
More  &,  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  L4ontine  Le  More,  claim- 
snts  of  iSSO  bales  of  cotton,  and  the  proofs  on  file,  and  the  court  havine  considered 
and  being  nOw  sufficiently  advised  in  the  premises,  finds  that  the  said  claimants  are 
4M  entitled  to  the  said  800  bales  of  cotton,  or  the  proceeds  thereof. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  the  said  claim  be 
diamiflsed  at  the  cost  of  the  claimants,  and  that  execution  issue  therefor. 

In  the  light  of  the  circumstances  under  which  these  two  lots  of  cotton  were  pur- 

ehaMid  by  Jules  Le  More,  as  agent  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  considering 

tbe  fftct  that  the  two  purchases  were  made  under  like  conditions  of  time,  locality, 

payment,  possession,  and  removal,  the  honorable  Commission  would  undoubtedly  be 

It  a  loss  to  understand  how  such  apparently  inconsistent  and  contradictory  decrees 

coQid  have  been  rendered  by  the  same  court,  but  for  the  explanation  which  is  found 

in  the  **  opinion  of  the  court "  in  the  claim  for  830  bales,  which  is  here  appended  in 
full: 

Opinion  of  the  United  States  district  court. 

In  April,  1864,  the  United  States  Navy  seized  910  bales  of  cotton,  on  the  banks  of 

^e  Ouachita  River,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana.    That  part  of  Louisiana  was  then 

Object  to  rebel  dominion,  and  had  been  from  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion.    The 

^tton  was  brought  into  this  district  and  libeled  as  prize  of  war.      It  was  sold  under 

^D  interlocutory  decree,  and  the  proceeds  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  court.    There 

^le  three  claimants  to  these  proceeds:  Withenbury  &  Doyle,  Grieff  &  Zunts,  and  G. 

^  Le  More  &  Co.    These  claims  are  now  sabmitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  court* 

^be  ^^oof  discloses  this  state  of  facts : 

1.  The  cotton  was  raised  by  Tatum  and  Simmons,  near  the  place  of  seizure,  and  sold 
^y  them  to  the  Government  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  in  December,  1862. 

2.  Withenbury  6l  Doyle,  being  citizens  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  purchased  the  cotton 
^om  A.  W.  McKee,  an  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  in  January,  1864.  When  the 
^^bellion  commenced  they  were  owners  and  masters  of  two  steamboats  running  b6- 
'^ween  New  Orleans  and  Upper  Louisiana.  With  these  boats  they  rendere<l  services 
^  the  Confederate  authorities.  The  cotton  waS  sold  to  them  in  consideration  of  these 
Services.  They,  however,  insist  that  the  services  were  rendered  under  compulsion, 
^hey  had  the  permission  of  the  general  commanding  the  United  States  forces  in  the 

X)epartmeni  oi  the  Gulf,  to  pass  through  the  United  States  lines  into  Upper  Louisiana, 

^Qa  bring  to  New  Orleans  and  sell  2,^  bales  of  cotton. 

3.  On  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  by  the  United  States  forces,  in  May,  1862,  the 
I^uisiana  State  Bank,  a  monied  corooration,  located  in  that  city,  had  on  hand  a  large 
^&oant  of  Confederate  currency.  In  December,  1862,  the  commander  of  the  United 
^Utes  forces  in  New  Orleans  authorized  the  bank  to  dispose  of  t\i\a  Qwrt^ucrj  Viv  VXkA 
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pnrchsuBe  of  cotton  within  the  rebel  lines.  Under  this  permission  an  agent  of  the 
Danlt  passed  through  the  United  States  lines  into  Upper  L<»utsiana,  and  purchased  the 
cotton  in  question  of  a  suhagent  of  McKee,  in  August,  1863.  And  in  March,  1864, 
the  bank  sold  the  cotton  to  Grieft'  &  Zunts. 

4.  Early  in  March,  1864,  Leon  Queyrouze,  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
residing  in  New  Orleans,  purchased  the  cotton  of  Bnckner,  an  agent  of  the  Confed- 
erate States.  And  later  in  that  month  i^u^yi'onze  sold  the  cotton  to  G.  A.  Le  Mor^ 
6l  Co.,  citizens  and  residents  of  France. 

5.  Section  5  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  July  13,  1861,  amons  other  things,  provides 
that  *'  it  may  and  shall  be  lawful  for  the  President,  by  proclamation,  to  declare  that 
the  inhabitants  of  such  Stat<e,  or  any  section  or  part  thereof,  where  such  insurrection 
exists,  are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  tne  United  States,  and  thereupon  all 
commercial  intercourse  by  and  between  the  same  and  the  citizens  thereof  and  the  cit- 
izens of  the  rest  of  the  United  States,  shall  cease  and  be  unlawful  so  long  as  such  con- 
dition of  hostility  shall  continue." 

The  same  section  also  contains  this  proviso :  ''  That  the  President  may,  in  his  dis- 
cretion, license  and  permit  commercial  intercourse  with  any  such  part  of  said  State 
or  section,  the  inhabitants  of  which  tiXQ  so  declared  in  a  state  of  insurrection,  in  such 
artlcle>8  find  for  such  time,  and  by  such  persons,  as  he,  in  his  discretion,  may  think 
most  conducive  to  the  public  interest,  and  snch  intercourse,  so  far  as  by  him  licenHed, 
shall  be  conducted  and  carried  on  in  pursuance  of  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasun- ." 

On  the  17th  of  August,  1B61,  the  President  issued  a  proclamation  declaring  "that 
the  inhabitants  of  the  said  Statesof  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Florida  (except  the 
inhabitants  of  that  part  of  the  State  of  Virginia  lying  west  of  the  Allegheuy  Mount- 
ains, and  of  snch  other  parts  of  that  State  and  the  other  States  hereinbefore  mentioned 
as  may  maintain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and  Constitution,  or  may  be  from  time 
to  time  occujpied  and  controlled  by  forces  of  the  United  States  engajic^  in  the  disper^ 
sion  of  said  insurgents),  are  in  a  st-ate  of  insurrection  agaiuHt  the  Uuite<l  States,  and 
that  lUl  commercial  intercourse  between  the  same  and'  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with 
the  exceptions  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States,  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
States,  is  unlawful,  and  shall  remain  unlawful,  until  such  insurrection  shall  cease  ob 
has  been  suppressed." 

We  do  not  entertain  a  donbt  as  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  aet  of  July 
13, 1861.  Indeed,  the  language  is  so  clear  and  explicit  as  to  render  discussion  nn- 
necessary.  The  act  interdicts  all  commercial  intercourse  between  the  loyal  and  in- 
surrectionary parts  of  the  Union  during  the  existence  of  the  rebellion,  except  what 
may  be  licensed  by  the  President,  and  conducted  under  regulations  to  be  prescrilied 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  expressly  declares  all  commercial  intercourse, 
not  within  the  exception,  to  be  unlawful.  Prohibition  is  the  rule,  and  license  the 
exception.  The  inhabitants  of  the  loval  and  disloyal  districts  are  rendered  incapable 
of  dealing  with  each  other  so  long  as  the  rebellion  continnes.  Every  contract  between 
them  not  founded  on  a  license  is  simply  void.  It  neither  passes  title  nor  gives  a  right 
of  action. 

The  act  invests  the  President  with  the  power  to  put  the  prohibition  into  operation, 
and  define  the  limits  of  insurgent  territory.  This  power  was  exerted  by  the  procla- 
mation of  August,  1861,  and  mm  that  date  the  prohibition  had  all  the  force  of  piositive 
law. 

It  is  clear  that  the  contract  between  Withenbnry  &,  Doyle  and  the  Confederate 
agent  was  within  the  prohibition.  It  was  an  act  of  commercial  intercoorse  between 
the  citizens  of  Ohio  and  of  that  part  of  Louisiana  in  insurrection,  in  violation  alike 
of  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  statute.  The  contract  was  therefore  null  and  void.  The 
claimants  acquired  no  title  to  the  cotton.  The  question  of  ownership  remained  un- 
afiected  by  the  transactions  between  the  parties.  They  had  no  legal  rapacity  to  trade 
with  each  other.  While  the  rebellion  continued,  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  these 
claimants  to  acquire  title  to  this  property  except  through  a  license  from  the  Pn*sfdent. 

It  is  equally  clear  that  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  was  within  the  prohibition.  It  is 
true  that  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  originally  within  insurgent  territory ;  bnt,  on 
its  capture  and  permanent  occupation  by  the  United  States  forces,  it  fell  within  the 
last  exception  in  the  President's  proclamation,  and  ceased  t<o  be  in  a  stat«  of  hostility 
to  the  United  States.  Such.was  the  ruling  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
in  the  case  of  ''The  Venice''  (2  Wallace,  258).  And  the  President, iu  his  proclama- 
tion of  March  31,  1863,  in  aj^ain  defining  the  limits  of  the  insurrection,  expressly  ex- 
cepts New  Orleans.  And  this  act  of  the  President  was  prior  in  date  to  the  purchase 
by  the  bank.  It  follows  that,  after  the  6th  of  May,  1862,  the  prohibition  extended  to 
the  inhabitants  of  New  Orleans,  and  tboy  had  no  more  right  to  trade  with  Upper 
Louisiana  than  had  the  inhabitants  of  Ohio  or  Illinois.  Nor  can  the  purchase  of  the 
bank  be  sustained  under  the  permission  of  the  commanding  general.  The  President 
tdone  could  authorize  commercial  dealing  within  the  Confederate  lines.    As  the  bank 
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•eqnired  ivo  title,  it  had  none  to  transfer  to  Grieff  &  Znnts.  The  latter  have,  there- 
fore, no  interest  in  the  property  in  dispate.     .         * 

The  caae  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  is  jnst  as  free  from  donbt.  Qaeyronze,  throagh 
whom  they  claim,  was  clearly  within  the  prohibition.  He  had  no  legal  capacity  to 
deal  with  the  Confederate  agent..  He  acquired  no  title  to  the  cotton,  and  conse- 
qnently  had  none  to  transfer  to  Le  More  &,  Co.  The  fact  that  they  were  citizens  of 
France  doe^  not  alter  the  case.  If  the^  had  purchased  directly  from  the  Confederate 
aeent,  perhaps  they  would  have  acquired  title.  Bat  it  is  useless  to  enter  upon  the 
dlficussion  of  that  question.  It  is  enough,  for  all  the  purposes  of  this  case,  to  say 
that  they  received  no  title  to  the  cotton,  for  the  reason  that  Queyrouze  had  none  to 
impart. 

All  of  the  claims  most  be  dismissed. 

The  honorable  commissioners  perceive,  from  the  reading  of  this  opinion,  that  the 
point  npon  which  the  decree  of  tne  court  in  the  claim  for  830  bales  rests  is  that  L^on 
Queyrouze  was  a  resident  of  New  Orleans — a  loyal  district — at  the  time  when  he  ac- 
quired the  cotton  from  the  Confederate  Government,  and  that,  therefore,  under  the 
THTOvisions  of  the  act  of  July  13,  1861,  prohibiting  all  intercourse  between  the  in- 
nabitanta of  the  *Moyal''  and  ** disloyal''  districts  of  the  United  States,  he  acquired 
no  valid  title  to  the  cotton  by  his  purchase  from  or  exchange  with  the  afi^eut  of  the 
Confederate  Government,  and  could  impart  uon^  to  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

Againat  this  proposition  your  memorialists  have  always  protested,  and  do  now  pro- 
test. It  embodies  a  grave  error  of  fact  (as  to  the  political  status  of  Queyrouze)  and 
in  error  of  law  (as  to  the  effect  of  the  provisions  of  said  act  of  Congress  of  July  13, 
1861,  upon  the  purchase,  immediately  folJowed  by  possession,  by  Jules  Le  More,  the 

Sent  of  ai  neutral  foreign  firm,  in  ^ood  faith  and  for  a  valuabl  consideration,  of  mov- 
ie property  found  in  the  possession  ol  a  person  known  by  hin\  to  have  been  for  some 
time  past  a  resident  of  Mexico  and  not  a  loyal  citizen  or  inhabitant  of  the  United 
States).    But  the  discussion  of  this  matter  must  be  deferred  for  the  present. 

From  the  decree  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district 
of  Illinois  your  memorialists  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States, 
which,  at  its  December  term  of  1867,  rendered  its  decision  affirming  the  decree  of  the 
inferior  court.  The  sround  for  this  decision  is  found  in  the  following  extract 
from  the  opinion  of  the  court,  to  wit:  '*  Withenbur^  and  Doyle  being  citizens  and 
nsidenta  of  Ohio ;  Queyrouze  being  a  citizen  of  Louisiana  and  a  resident  of  New  Or- 
leans, and  the  BanK  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  beine  a  local  institution  of  that 
eitv  when  they  purchased,  their  purchases  were  all  illegal  and  void,  and  passed  no 
tiUB  to  the  vendees." 

while  your  memorialists  are  not  prepared  to  affirm  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
prize  courts  of  the  United  States  does  not  extend  to  captures  on  land,  they  respect- 
lolly  insist  that,  if  such  Jarisdiction  exists,  the  proper  guide  and  rule  of  decision,  in 
eases  where  the  rights  of  neutrals  are  concerned,  should  be  the  public  law  of  nations, 
and  not  mere  local,  municipal  regulations  like  the  act  of  Congress  of  July  13,  1861, 
upon  which  the  two  above-mentioned  decisions  were  expressly  based.  Therefore 
your  ihemorialists  claim  that  while  the  proceedings  in  these  courts  were  apparently 
regular  in  form,  they  were  as  irregular  m  essence  and  in  fact  as  if  they  haa  been  ab 
taiito  affected  by  the  vice  of  want  of  jurisdiction. 

Shortly  after  the  rendition  of  the  last-mentioned  judgment  the  late  Mr.  Caleb  Cnsh- 
ing  discovered  that,  either  through  design  or  by  inadvertence,  the  printed  record  of 
the  caae  which  had  been  prepared  for  submission  to  and  the  use  of  the  judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  had  been  garbled  by  the  omission  of  the  answer  of  Queyrouze  to  a 
question  concerning  his  domicile  at  the  time  of  his  sale  of  the  cotton  to  Le  More — the 
question  of  Queyronze's  domicile  being  the  most  vital  point  in  the  whole  case.  Mr. 
Cashing  therefore  presented  to  the  court  the  following  motion  for  a  bill  of  review,  to 
wit: 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.    December  term,  1868. 

To  the  Honorable  Chief  Justice  and  JusticeB  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States : 

The  petition  of  Gustave  A.Le  More  and  L^ontineLe  More,  trading  and  doing  busi- 
ness in  the  name  and  style  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  respectfully  represents — 

That  in  a  certain  suit  which  was  depending  before  your  honors  at  the  December 
term,  1867,  entitled  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  claimants  and  appellants,  against  the  United 
States,  on  appeal  from  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  of  Illinois, 
it  was  adjudged  and  decreed  by  your  honors  that  the  decree  of  said  court,  adverse  to 
jour  petitioners,  stand  affirmed. 

Tour  petitioners  further  represent  that  said  judgment  of  this  court  was  formed 
solely  and  exclusively  upon  the  assumptioq,  as  appears  by  the  opinion  of  your  honors 
in  the  premises,  that  one  L^on  Queyrouze,  under  and  by  sale  from  whom  your  peti- 
tioners acquired  title  to  the  property  in  controversy,  was,  at  t\xe  tun^  ot  ^\vt<^\sAft>Q)l 
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him,  incompetent  to  have  acquired  or  to  pass  title,  by  rea§on  of  said  Queyrouse  bcin^, 
at  the  time  of  t^nch  purchase  and  sale  by  him,  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  resi- 
dent at  New  Orleans. 

Your  petitioners  further  represent  that  such  assumption,  touching  the  residence  of 
said  Queyrodze,  was  an  error  in  fact,  as  your  petitioners  aver  and  are  ready  to  prove. 

Your  petitioners  further  represent  that  such  erroneous  assumption  aforesaid  ap- 
pears to  have  originated  in  errors  and  defects  of  the  printed  transcript  in  the  hanos 
of  this  court. 

The  transcript  of  the  record  of  said  circuit  conrt,  as  certified  to  this  court,  con- 
tains the  deposition  of  L^on  Qaeyrouze. 

In  the  printed  copy  of  said  deposition,  which  was  before  the  court  in  the  argu- 
ment and  decision  of  this  case,,  is  lound  the  following  passage : 

'*Interrt>gatory  10.  Of  what  country  are  you  a  native;  where  were  jou  residing 
at  the  time  yon  ^old  the  cotton  to  Le  More  t 

**  Interrogatory  11.  Have  you  any  reason  to  know  that  Le  More  believed  yoa  were 
neutral  in  the  civil  war  then  raging  in  the  United  States? 

,  ** Answer  to  11th  interrogatory.  Yes;  from  my  declarations  to  him,  and  from  the 
fact  of  my  being  a  Frenchman. '' 

Your  petitioners  further  represent  that  the  answer  to  the  10th  interrogatory  is  want- 
ing in  Said  printed  transcript,  by  mistake  of  the  printer  or  otherwise,  bat  is  found  in 
the  authentic  written  transcript,  in  the  words  following,  namely  : 

**  I  am  a  native  of  France.  I  was  residing  in  Mexico  at  the  time  I  sold  this  cotton 
to  Le  More."    (Tr.,  p.  231.) 

By  which  answer  it  appears  that  said  Qneyronze  was  not,  at  the  time  iu  question, 
a  resident  of  New  Orleans  or  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Your  petitioners  further  represent  that  nothing  contrary  to  this  appears  in  the  rec- 
ord, and  that  said  Queyrouze  in  fact  was  not  at  that  time  a  resident  of  New  Orleans 
or  the  State  of  Louisiana.    ' 

Your  petitioners  further  represent  that,  owing  to  thft  time  occupied  in  the  discus- 
sion of  other  parts  of  the  case,  this  particular  question  of  fact  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  specifically  discussed  by  counsel  or  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  conrt;  its 
decisive  importance  becoming  apparent  only  in  and  by  the  opinion  of  your  honors. 

In  verification  of  the  main  fact  your  petitioners  annex  hereto  a  deposition  of  said 
Queyrouze,  testifying  and  showing  in  full  that  at  the  time  of  the  transactions  in 
question  he  was  not  a  resident  of  New  Orleans  or  of  Louisiana. 

Wherefore  your  petitioners  respectfully  pray  the  court  to  have  before  it  the  record 
and  proceedings  in  said  cause,  to  inspect  the  same,  and,  for  the  correction  of  the  error 
aforesaid,  to  do  whatever  of  right  and  according  to  the  laws  and  custom  of  the  United 
States  should  be  done. 

ByC.  CUSHING, 

CounnlL 

This  motion  the  conrt,  for  purely  technical  reasons,  declined  to  allow,  as  appears 
from  the  following  order,  to  wit : 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  No.  107.    December  term,  1868. 

0.  A.  Ls  More  A  Co.,  claimants,  appellants,  )  Appeal  from  the  district  court  of 

V,  >     tne  United  States  for  the  son th- 

The  United  States.  )    em  district  of  Illinois. 

This  is  a  petition  that  the  conrt  will  cause  to  be  brought  before  it  the  record  and 
proceedings  in  a  cause  which  was  argued  and  disposed  of  by  decree  at  the  last  term, 
m  order  to  correct  an  error  in  the  printed  transcript  of  the  record. 

To  make  the  allowance  of  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  available  to  them,  through 
the  correction  of  the  alleged  error,  it  would  be  necessary  to  recall  the  mandate  sent 
to  the  inferior  court,  to  set  aside  the  decree  rendered  at  the  last  term,  to  rehear  the 
cause,  and  make  a  new  decree.  This  cannot  be  done  without  reversing  the  settled 
and  uniform  practice  of  the  court,  and  the  petition  must,  of  course,  be  denied. 

Thus  your  memorialists,  having  patiently  pursued  and  exhausted  every  remedy  af- 
forded them  by  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  United  States,  were  compelled  to  have 
recourse  again  to  the  intervention  of  their  own  Gfovernment  through  its  diplomatic 
representative  to  obtain  a  correction  of  the  denial  of  justice,  which,  in  conseqnence 
of  the  imperfect  presentation  of  their  claim  and  a  vital  error  of  fact,  they  had  suffered 
at  the  hands  of  one  branch  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  will  show  with  what  persistency  successive  ministers  of 
France  at  Washington,  moved  by  a  profound  seuse  of  the  equity  and  justice  of  the 
claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  for  the  restitution  of  their  property  unjustlytaken  from 
them,  or  its  equivalent  in  money,  pressed  the  claim  before  tne  American  Department 
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of  State.  With  the  permission  of  the  Commission  the  memorialists  will,  as  both  the 
most  succinct  and  comprehensive  mode  of  exhibiting  the  views  and  reasoning  of  the 
representatives  of  the  two  Governments  upon  this  matter,  present  here,  in  the  lan- 
rnage  in  which  they  were  written,  the  communications  of  the  Corate  de  Faverney,of 
the  2l8t  of  May,  lr^9,  and  of  Mons.  Berth^my  of  May  23,  1870,  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  the  letter  of  the  Hon.  Hamilton  Fish  of  June  29,  1^70,  in  response  to  b  >th 
of  these  communications: 

Letter  of  the  Comte  de  Faverney. 

Washington,  21  mat  18 
Monsieur  Hamilton  Fish,  etc.  : 

M.  de  Geofroy,  h  cette  ^poque  charge  d^ffaires  de  France  ^  Washington,  a  ea,  h 
plasienrs  reprises,  et  notamment  le  13  ju in  1864,  rhodneur  d'appeler  Tattention  da 
secretaire  d'6tat,  M.  Seward,  sur  line  reclamation  form6e  par  des  snjets  frani;^aiB, 
MM.  Le  More  &,  Cie.,  k  la  suite  d'ane  saisie  de  cotons  op^r^e  an  mois  d'avril  de  la 
m^me  ann^e,  par  le  capitaine  Foster,  de  la  marine  f6derale,  sur  lea  bords  de  la  rlvi^ro 
Ouachita,  en  Louisiane. 

Son  excellence  M.  Seward  r^pondit  &  cette  communication  en  date  du  19  aotit 
•aivant;  dans  cette  note  le  secretaire  d'etat  exposait  k  M.  de  Geofroy  Fimpossi- 
bilite  oh  se  tronvait  le  Gouvemement  des  fitats-Unis  d'accepter  aucune  responsabilite 
pour  ce  fait  de  guerre,  **  taot  qne  les  interesses,"  disait-il,  **  n'auraient  pas  fait  con- 
stater  devant  I'autorite  judiciaire  le  titre  en  vertu  duqnel  ils  revendiquaient  les  mar- 
chandises  conflsquees." 

Cooformement  &  cette  indication,  MM.  Le  More  &  Cie.  ont  successivement  porte 
lenr  affaire  devant  la  conr  de  district  d'lllinois,  siegeant  comme  cour  de  prises,  et 
devant  la  Cour  Supreme  des  £2tat«-Unis ;  leur  demande  fut  €cartee  par  ces  deux  conrs. 
Cest  dans  ces  circonstances  que  leur  reclamation  fut  signaiee  une  seconde  fois  h 
TatteDtion  de  son  excellence  M.  Seward,  par  M.  Berthemy ;  k  la  d:ite  du  3  mai  1868, 
il  demandait  an  secretaire  d'etat  de  vouloir  bien,  en  execntion  de  la  promesse  que 
edni-ci  avait  faite  dans  sa  note  du  19  aoftt  1864,  appliquer  k  la  reclamation  de  MM. 
I«  More  &,  Cie.  le  principe  de  droit  international  en  vertu  dnquel  un  recours  direct 
an  Gouvemement  est  reserve  anxetrangerscontre  les  decisions  d^un  tribunal  de  prises. 
Des  raisons  graves  et  speciales  determinaient  M.  Berthemy  h  adresser  cette 
demaDde  k  M.  Seward ;  MM.  Le  More  lui  afflrmaient  qu'ils  etaient  en  roesnre  de 
d^montrer  d'nne  fa^on  satisfaisante,  k  I'aide  de  documents  authentiques,  IMnexacti- 
tode  du  fait  materiel  sur  lequel  se  fondait  Farret  qui  les  condamnait. 

En  effet,  le  sleur  Queyrouze  (comme  le  pronvent  les  pieces  juHtificatives  annexees  k 
U  note  de  M.  Berthemy  en  dat«  du  3  mai),  de  qui  MM.  Le  More  &.  Cie.  ont  acquis 
directement  les  cotons  qui  font  Fobjet  de  leur  reclamation,  etait,  k  repoqne  oh  cette 
▼ente  a  n  lieu,  an  service  de  la  confederation,  et  non  pas,  comme  le  dit  rarrdt  de  la 
Conr  Saereme,  **un  citoyen  des  ^iaU-  Unis  naturalia^t  r^idant  d,  la  Nouvelle-OrUanB.'* 

Vis-^vis  des  etrangers  comme  Vetaient  les  acquereurs,  M.  Queyrouze  se  troavait 
done  dans  la  m6me  position  legale  que  tout  autre  citoyen  rebelle,et  d^s  lors  la  tran- 
Miction  int'Crvenne  entre  eux  et  lui  constituait  k  leur  profit  un  titre  dont  la  validite  ne 
Banrait  6tre  attcinte  par  la  section  V  de  I'acte  du  13  juillet  1861,  interdisaut  tout  com- 
ffleroe  entre  TUniou  et  les  £tats  declares  en  insurrection.  Ce  principe  avait  d'ailieura 
^t^  indirectement  reconnu  par  Parrot  'de  la  cour  de  district,  dont  les  considerants 
portent  que,  i^ils  (MM.  Le  Mare  4"  Cie,)  avaient  aohetS  directement  de  Vagent  oofifidM,  iU 
^waient  peut'Stre  actfuie  un  titre.^' 

A  cette  demande,  M.  Seward  repondit  en  oonimuniqnantofficieusemenfc^  M.  Berthemy 
Qoe consultation  du  chef  du  bureau  des  reclamations,  M.  Peshine  Smith.  "Les  re- 
clamanta,"  y  disait  M.  Peshine  Smith,  "n'ont  pas  demontre  quMls  ont  epnise  tontet 
let  resources  legales  pour  etablir  lenrs  droits,  et,  dhu  lors,  il  n'y  aurait  pas  lien  pour 
MX  k  en  faire  Tobjet  d'une  discussion  diplomatique." 

M.  Peshine  Smith  snggerait  alors  deux  nouveanx  modes  de  recourse  la  Justice:  !<>. 
Fmtervention  devant  la  cour  de  Springfield  ^  I'oocasion  du  jugement  qu'^elle  allait 
rendre  le  mois  snivant  (tenoe  de  juin)  pour  ordonner  I'attribution  au  treeordes  fonds 
provenant  de  la  vente  des  cotons  saiais;  2<*.  Pintrodnction  d^ine  instance  devant  la 
conr  des  *' claims,"  k  la  condition  de  la  presenter  avant  le  20  du  mois  d'aoiit  de  la 
D^mennnee.     En  date  du  19  mai  M.  Berthemy  demanda  dans  nne  nouvelle  note  k 
M.  Seward,  s'il  persistait  dans  les  conclusions  du  rapport  de  M.  Peshine  Smith ;  ces 
conelnsions  soalevaieut  en  effet  dans  I'esprit  du  Ministre  de  France  les  objections  lea 
ploB  sertensee,  comme  le  prouvesa  note  k  la  date  sus-mention nee.  M.  Seward  repondit, 
cependant,  le  1^'  juin  snivant,  en  communiquant^  M.  Berthemy  une  nouvelle  consul- 
tation de  M.  Peshine  Smith,  dans  laquelle  celui-ci  reproduisait  et  maintenait  les  ar- 
gamenta  de  la  premiere. 

Places  en  presence  de  ces  faits,  MM.  Le  More  dnrent  done  faire  un  nonvel  appel 
aux  tribnnanx.  Sur  ces  entrefaites,  un  examen  attentif  der  tout  le  i\oM^\«^t  dio^ \«wt 
affaire  vint  leur  expliquer  Terreur  commiBe  par  la  Cour  tSuprfeme  \otacvvs?«A\fe\5»  «sw\» 
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d^bout^s  de  lenr  demande,  en  se  fondaDt  sur  oe  que  Queyrouze  ^tait,  an  dire  dn  jnge- 
ment,  citoyen  de  la  Louisiane  et  r^sidant  k  la  Noavelle-Orl^aus. 
Ce  fait,  qui  servait  de  fondement  k  tout  le  raisonnemeut  de  la  Conr  Snpr^me,  re- 

Sosait  Bur  une  erreur  oiat^rielle,  comme  le  proave  le  dossier  original  depose  aa  greffe 
e  la  Cour.    En  efifet,  on  lit  dans  rinterrogatoire  manuBcrit  de  Quejronze: 

**  Qnestion  10.  Dans  quel  pays  dtes-vous  d^  ;  oil  r^idiez  vona  quand  voua  avez  Yenda 
le  coton  h  Le  Moret 

'*R^ponse.  Je  suis  n^  en  France ;  je  rMdaia  au  Mexique  guand  J'ai  vendn  le  ooton  k 
Le  More." 

Or  oette  r^ponse  decisive  ^talt  omise  dans  les  documents  imprimis. 

Ces  faits  nouveanx  chaogeaient  Faspect  de  la  reclamation  ;  en  consequence,  MM. 
Le  More  se  d^cid^rent  k  porter  une  seconde  fDis  leur  affaire  devant  la  Conr  Supreme ; 
ils  Ini  demand^rent  done  (teruie  de  decembre  1868)  de  se  faire  presenter  les  documents 
originaux,  et  de  decider  en  consequence  (petition  presentee  k  la  Cour  Supreme  par 
M.  Caleb  Cusbing,  conseil  de  MM.  Le  More,  terme  de  decembre  1868).  La  Cour  Sn- 
prtoe  a  prononce  son  Jngement  le  22  mars  courant;  elle  a  debonte  les  demandenrsen 
ae  fondant  sur  de  simples  fins  de  non-recevoir,  tirees  uniqueuient  de  sa  pratique  con- 
stante. 

C'est  dans  cescirconstances  si  differentesque  Jesoumete  de  nouveanx  liVotre  Excel- 
lence la  reclamation  de  MM.  Le  More,  et  que  je  demande  en  leur  nom  que  cette  affaire 
•oit  examinee  par  le  departement  executif  du  Gouvernement,  de  manl^re  k  ce  que  MM. 
More  puissent  obtenir  enfin  justice. 

En  effet,  il  resulte  de  cet  expose : 

1.  Que  des  faits  d'ane  importance  decisive  pour  le  succ^  de  leur  reclamation,  bien 
one  consignes  dans  leur  dossier  depose  k  la  Cour  Supreme,  sont,  pour  dea  ruisons 
etrang^res  k  MM.  Le  More,  restes  enti^rement  inconnus  k  la  Cour. 

2.  Que  si  la  Conr  les  av^it  connus,  ils  eussent  probablement  modifie  sa  decision. 
En  ce  qui  a  trait  k  la  nouvelle  instance  devant  la  conr  de  district  de  Springfield, 

que  conseillalt  M.  Peshine  Smith  dans  ses  consultations  dn  18  maf  et  1"  jnio  1866, 
les  explications  que  je  viens  de  donner  sur  les  difi'erences  entre  le  manuscrit  et  le  dos- 
sier imprime,  soumis  k  la  Cour  Suprdme,  demoutrent  suffisamn^ent  quMl  n'y  avait  pas 
lieu  de  la  former.  D'ailleurs,  en  rait,  la  consultation  de  M.  Peshine  Smith  fnt  com- 
muniquee  k  M.  Berthemv  le  1^  jnin,  c'est-^dire,  le  jour  mdme  od  Taffaire  ent  d(i  Atro 
appelee  k  Springfield,  III. 

Quant  k  la  cour  des  <' claims",  en  admettant  mftme,  ce  qui  paralt  infiniment  don- 
teux,  que  cette  cour  eut  pn  avoir  jamais  juridiction  dans  cette  affaire  MM.  Le  More  me 
font  observer  qu'une  question  decidee  sou  verainement  par  la  Cour  Supreme  ne  pourrait 
6tre  portee  devant  la  cour  des  *'  claims."  Enfin  je  dois  faire  remarqner  k  Votre  Excel- 
lence que  les  deiais  jpour  commencer  une  instance  de  cette  sorte  devant  cette  coot 
sont  en  tons  cas  expires. 
Agreez,  etc., 

COMTE  DK  FAVERNEY. 

Letter  of  Mr.  BeriMmy, 


Moneieur  le  Secretaire  d^J^tai : 


LIsGATiox  DE  France  aux  £tat8-Unis, 

WaaMngion,  le  23  mai  1870. 


A  la  date  du  21  mai  1869,  M.  le  comte  de  Favemey,  alors  charge  d'affaires  de  France, 
adressa  au  Departement  d'£tat  une  note  relative  k  la  reclamation  de  MM.  Le  More  St 
Cie.  II  y  exposait  la  situation  dans  laquelle  se  tnouvait  placee  cette  affaire,  les  reola- 
mants,  conformement  k  Pavis  qui  leur  avait  ete  donne  par  le  Departement  d'£tal, 
ayant  epnise  tons  les  moyens  de  reoours  que  pourraient  leur  offrir  les  tribunanx. 

Dans  le  courant  du  mois  d'aofit  suivant,  MM.  G.  A.  I^eMore  &  Cie.  demand^rent  k 
M.  le  comte  de  Faverney  de  vouloir  bien  communiquer  au  Departement  d'£tat  nn 
memoire  imprime  oil  se  troiivaient  exposes  leurs  principaux  arguments.  Ce  memoire 
Tous  fut  egalement  transmis.  Tontefois,  k  cette  epoque,  il  avait  ete  impossible  k 
MM.  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Cie.  de  se  procurer  les  copies  authentiques  de  certains  docn* 
ments  d'une  grande  importance  pour  le  siicc^  de  leur  cause.  Aujoord^hui  ils  sont  en 
possession  de  ces  pieces,  et  ils  me  prient  de  vous  les  soumettre  comme  compietant  les 
prenves  precedemment  communiqnees  par  la  legation  k  la  Secretairerie  d'Etat.- 

Ces  documents,  dont  copie  autbentique  est  ci<gointe,  etablitiaeot  qne  MM.  G.  A.  Le 
More  &,  Cie.  redamaient  deux  lots  de  coton,  I'un  de  323  bailee  et  Tautrede  830  balles,  qui 
avaieut  ete  vendus  k  Cairo  par  le  Marshal  des  £tats-Uuis  et  qn'ils  obtinreut  gain  de 
cause  pour  le  lot  de  323  balles  (Document  A). 

Dans  cette  premiere  affaire*  la  validite  du  ^*  status^'  de  MM.  Le  More&  Cie.  comma 
citoyens  frangais,  acquereurs  de  bonne  foi,  et  leur  droit  k  recouvrir  le  dit  lot  de  ooton 
furent  jndioiairement  reconnns  par  la  conr  de  district ;  le  produit  de  la  vente  da  ooton, 
mprhB  deduction  des  frais  encoums,  leur  fut  adfjuge  et  paye. 


FBENCH   AND  AHERICAK  CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  297 

En  oe  qui  oonoeme  la  secoqde  affaire  (Document  B),  la  decision  fat  oontraire  k  MM. 
G.  A.  lie  More  &,  Cie.,  qui  en  appel^reut  k  la  Coar  Supreme  des  fitats-Unis. 

Or,  il  reasort  du  dossier  d^pos^  ^  la  Cour  Supreme  qae,  dans  ce  oas,  les  decisions 
adyeraee  de  ce  mdme  tribunal  et  de  la  cour  de  district  reposent  toutes  deux  sur  une 
erreur  de  fait;  le  jugement  et  Tarrdt  qui  le  coufirmesupposent  ^  tort  que  L^on  Qney- 
roQze,  qui  avait  vendu  les  b30  bailee,  ^tait  domicilii  4  la  Nonvelle-Orleans  au  moment 
oh  MM.  Le  More  &,  Cie.  les  avaient  acquises  de  lui.  Cette  erreur  ayant  ^i^  reconnne, 
tant  par  la  comparaison  du  dossier  **  mannsorit"  aveo  le  dossier  ''  iniprim^^'  que  par 
les  documents  nlt^iieurs  mentionn^  au  ni^moire,  la  justice  ne  demande-t-elle  pas  que 
la  seconde  reclamation  de  MM.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Cie.  soit  envisag^e  au  mdme  point 
de  vae  que  la  premiere  d^lar^  bonne  et  validet 

En  d'autres  termes,  dans  la  premiere  de  ces  affaires  la  cour  ^tablit  en  favenr  de 
MM.  G.  A.  Le  More  6l  Cie.  des  principes  de  droit  et  d'^quit^  qui  son  ^galement  ap- 
pltcables  k  la  seconde  et  qui  lui  eusseiit  ^t^  assur^ment  appliqu^  sans  Terrenr  oom- 
mise  k  P^ard  de  la  residence  de  L^n  Queyrouze. 

£n  effet,  ainsi  ^ue  le  dossier  le  constate,  les  deux  lots  de  cotons  out  6t4  acquis  dans 
"des  conditions  identiques''  de  temps,  de  locality,  de  paiement,  de  possession,  de 
displacement,  etc.  La  seule  difference  consiste  en  ce  que  MM.  Le  More  A  Cie.  ache- 
t^rent  les  323  bailee  de  Lazare  et  Pargoud,  tandis  qn'ils  achet^rent  les  830  bailee  de 
Lfon  Qoeyrouze. 
AgiH6ez,  etc., 

B£HTH£MY. 
LeUer  of  Mr.  FUk, 

« 

Dkpabtbcbnt  of  State, 

Wiuhifigtan,  29th  Jwne,  1870. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  the  23d  of  last 
iDonth  in  relation  to  the  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  That  note  refers  to  a 
preyious  one  addressed  to  this  Department  by  the  Conat  de  FaTcrney,  under  date  of 
the  21st  of  May,  1809.  It  appears  from  the  latter  and  its  inolosures  that  the  claim  of 
Messrs.  Le  More  had  been  adjudged  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  to  be 
unfounded  and  inadmissible  at  its  December  term  of  1807.  That  decision  proceeded 
upon  the  assumption  that  one  Lton  Queyronze,  fh>m  whom  the  Messrs.  Le  More  ac- 
quired their  alleged  title  to  830  bales  of  cotton,  was,  at  the  time  of  his  purchase  of 
BQch  cotton  from  an  agent  of  the  late  rebellion  in  Texas,  himself  a  citizen  of  Louisiana 
and  a  resident  of  New  Orleans,  where  the  authority  of  this  Government  had  been  re- 
CBtsblished.  It  was  adjudged  upon  this  assumption,  and  in  view  of  the  acts  of  Con- 
gien  prohibiting  commeroial  intercourse  with  the  inhabitants  of  the  States  in  insur- 
iMtion,  I  hat  Queyronze  could  not  acquire  and  could  not  transmit  to  the  claimant  any 
Tatid  title  to  the  cotton  in  question. 

It  further  appears  that  at  the  December  term  of  1668  the  claimants  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Supreme  Court  that,  by  an  error  in  printing  the  transcript  of  evidence, 
tbe  sworn  statoment  of  Qoeyrouze,  that  he  was  residing  in  Mexico  at  the  time  of  sell- 
ing the  cotton  to  the  claimants,  was  left  out  of  the  record  upon  which  the  court 
foanded  its  Judgment.  The  court,  however,  assuming  the  correctness  of  this  state- 
ment, did  not  think  it  proper  to  renear  the  cause  or  take  any  other  step  towards  re- 
versing its  previous  judgment;  and  accordingly,  on  the  22d  of  March,  18^,  made  an 
order  denying  the  petition  of  the  claimants. 

The  only  new  fact  brought  under  consideration  by  the  note  to  which  this  is  in  reply, 
is  that  the  same  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  sonthem  district  of  Illinois, 
which  in  the  first  instance  denied,  the  right  of  the  claimants  to  the  830  bales  of  cot- 
ton now  in  qoestion,  has  given  judgment  in  their  favor  for  the  proceeds  of  323  bales 
of  cotton,  which  it  is  said  were  acquired  under  the  same  conditions  of  time,  locality, 
possession,  removal,  Ac,  the  only  difference  being  that  the  323  bales  were  purchased 
bom  Lazare  and  Pargoud,  while  the  830  bales  were  purchased  from  Queyronze. 

All  that  can  be  properly  inferred  from  this  statement  is  that  Messrs.  Lazare  and 
Pargond  were  nnder  no  such  disability  of  trafficking  with  the  rebels  as  were  assumed 
to  alfect  Queyronze. 

I  need  not  remind  your  excellency  that  in  order  t-o  justify  a  reclamation  against  the 
final  decision  of  a  court  of  last  resort  it  must  be  shown  that  there  has  been  a  mani- 
fest failure  of  justice  in  a  case  admitting  of  no  reasonable  doubt.  Every  presamption 
is  in  favor  of  the  judgment,  and  he  who  assails  it  lies  under  the  burden  of  proving  pos- 
itive error.  It  is  not  sufficient  that  from  any  mischance  or  inadvertence  the  opinion  of 
the  judges  has  declared  an  inadequate  reason  for  their  Judgment,  if  any  good  reason 
ean  be  found  to  support  it.  In  the  case  under  consideration  I  must  believe  it  to  have 
been  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  that  the  little  scrap  of  evidence  which  ap- 
pears to  have  escaped  its  notice  on  the  original  hearing  would  not,  if  it  had  then  been 
before  the  judges,  have  affected  their  conclusions,  ft  is  not  incambent  upon  me  to 
traoe  the  line  of  argument  which  the  court  would  have  pursued  if  the  facta  had  been 
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presenteH  at  the  original  hearing  in  tbe  same  form  they  are  now  submitted  to  nte,  and 
as  th.ey  were  submitted  to  the  court  on  the  application  for  a  rehearing.  They  were 
in  snbKtance  that  L^on  Queyrouze,  a  native  of  France,  but  naturalized  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  a  major  in  the  jnilitia  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  subsequently  in 
the  rebel  army,  was  wounded  and- captured  at  the  battle  of  Shi  (oh  ;  that  while  under 
detention  at  New  Orleans  he  repeatedly  refused  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance,  and 
was  finally  discharged  by  the  order  of  Major-General  Butler  under  condition  of  his 
absenting  himself  from  the  United  States.  He  went  to  Havana/ and  from  thenee, 
after  remaining  about  four  months,  to  Matamoros,  in  Mexico,  from  whence  he  made 
occasional  incursions,  as  pleasure  or  interest  dictated,  into  those  parts  of  Texas  and 
Louisiana  which  for  the  time  were  occupied  by  the  rebel  forces.  Upon  one  of  these 
Journeys  he  purchased  the  cotton  in  question  from  a  public  agent  of  the  organization 
which  controlled  tbe  rebel  operations  and  usurped  tne  title  and  functions  of  a  gov- 
ernment. 

Upon  these  facts  I  think  it  may  be  justly  argued  that  L^on  Queyronze,  banished  in 
effect  from  the  United  States  because  of  his  stubborn  disloyalty,  obtained  no  exemp- 
tion from  the  restriction  against  commercial  intercourse  with  the  rebels  which  rested 
upon  citizens  of  unstained  patriotism.  If  he  could,  it  would  convert  a  punishment 
into  a  privilege.  It  would  open  to  a  person  known  to  be  hostile  to  the  Oovemment 
a  free  avenue  to  a  traffic  so  seductive  and  corrnpting  that  the  common  judgment  of 
civilized  nations  has  denied  it  to  the  most  loyal  and  deserving. 

If  the  phraseology  of  our  statutes  be  construed  as  falling  to  reach  Queyronze  because 
he  had  not  his  local  habitation  in  a  loyal  district,  it  is  to  be  observed  that  these  stat- 
utes are  simply  in  affirmance  of  the  well-recognized  rule  of  public  law  which,  in  the 
language  of  Chancellor  Kent,  *'has  put  the  sting  of  disability  into  every  kind  of  vol- 
untary communication  and  contract  with  the  enemy  made  without  the  special  permis- 
sion of  the  Government." 

It  oftn  scaroi^ly  be  necessary  to  remark  that  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  whether 
within  or  without  their  territorial  jurisdictioUi  can  never  be  recognized  as  having  tbe 
eharacter  or  right  of  a  neutral.  The  obligations  of  bis  allegiance  cling  to  him,  how- 
ever he  may  affect  to  disregard  or  endeavor  to  evade  them. 

Impressed  by  such  considerations,  the  Executive  Department  cannot  address  to 
Congress,  which  alone  has  the  power  to  compensate  the  Messrs.  Le  More,  any  reoom- 
meudation  of  their  claim. 
Accept,  sir,  &c., 

HAMILTON  FISH. 

On  another  occasion  the  fallacy  of  the  argument  contained  in  the  foregoing  com- 
munication of  Mr.  IMsh — particularly  that  portion  of  it  which  relates  to  the  true 
meaning  and  proper  interpretation  of  the  so-called  **  non-intercourse  act"  of  Congress 
of  July  13,  1861 — Will  be  discussed  and  combated  at  length,  but  it  may  not  be  amiss 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Conimissiou  at  this  point  to  the  singular  aud  illogical 
p6sition  assumed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  the  sentence  we  have  italicized,  so  far 
as  it  denies  to  Queyronze  the  same  rights  aud  privileges  accorded  to  the  millions  of 
other  residents  of  the  Confederate  States  who  had  been  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
If  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  whether  within  or  without  their  territorial  jurisdic- 
tion, ^*can4)ever  be  recognized  as  having  the  character  or  right  of  a  neutral "  and 
**  the  obligations  of  his  allegiance  cling  to  him,  however  he  may  disregard  or  endeav<» 
to  evade  them,"  how  does  it  happen  that  the  judicial  and  other  departments  of  the 
Government  have  recognized  in  hundreds  of  instances — among  others,  in  the  case  of 
the  purchase  by  Jules  Le  More  of  59  bales  of  cotton  from  Alexander  Lazore — the 
perfect  right  of  individuals  who  had  renounced  their  former  citizenship  and  their  . 
allegiance  to  the  United  States  and  had  embraced  the  cause  of  the  Confederacy  to 
trade  with  that  Government  and  other  individuals  similarly  circumstanced,  and  with 
neutrals?  The  gist  of  Mr.  Fish's  argument  is  that  Queyronze,  having  been  once  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  could  not,  under  the  law  of  nations,  lose  snob  citizen- 
ship either  through  banishment  by  the  French  authorities  or  by  voluntary  expatria- 
tion. This  assumption,  .besides  being  in  direct  conflict  with  the  principle  of  the  lib- 
erty of  self-expatriation  so  strenuously  insisted  upon  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  since  its  foundation,  seeks  to  establish,  in  reference  to  the  claim  of  your  me- 
morial istn,  a  rule  of  construction  and  decision  as  to  the  status  and  actb  of  Queyronze 
different  from  that  which  the  various  departments  of  the  American  Governments  have 
long  since  adopted  as  to  the  status  and  acts  of  other  persons  affected  by  the  Ameri- 
can civil  war. 

The  evidence  to  be  submitted  will  show  that  Queyronze  was  banished  from  New  . 
Orleans  aud  the  United  States,  after  his  recovery  from  wpunds  received  as  a  Confed- 
erate officer  at  the  battle  of  Sbiloh,  because  of  his  bitter  hostility  to  the  Union ;  that 
he  took  up  his  residence  in  the  city  of  Matamoros.  Mexico,  and  there  established  him- 
self in  commercial  business;  that  during  bis  residence  there  the  Confederate  Govern- 
meDt  took  possession  of  415  bales  of  cotton  which  he  had  acquired  in  the  course  of 
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his  boAJiiess;  tbat,  by  way  of  indemnity,  be  was  offered  donble  tbis  qnantit:y  of  cotton 
on  tbe  banks  of  the  Onaebita  River,  this  offer  being  made  in  pursuance  of  tbe  prac- 
tice wbicb  bad  been  established  of  allowing  two  bales  in  an  exposed  situation  for 
every  bale  that  was  taken  at  a  place  beyond  the  reach  of  the  enemy,  and  that  Quey- 
xoDze,  having  gone  to  tbe  Ouachita  region  to  obtain  possession  of  these  630  bales  of 
cotton,  there  received  them,  and  shortly  afterwards  sold  them  to  your  memorialists, 
actinff  through  their  agent,  Jules  Le  More,  for  a  valuable  consideration. 

If  tills  whole  transaction  was  not,  in  the  eyes  of  the  law  of  nations,  a  perfectly  le- 
gitimat-e  one — as  much  so  as  if  Qneyrouze  had  been  at  the  time  a  rcsidei^t  of  Havr&^ 
men  your  memorialists  are  at  a  loss  to  understand  how  any  transaction  between  the 
Confederate  Government  and  neutrals,  or  between  that  Government  and  the  persons 
acknowledging  its  sovereingty  and  giving  to  it  their  adhesion  and  allegiance,  could 
have  received  from  the  United  States  and  foreign  powers  the  stamp  of  legality. 
Quejronze  was  what  had  been  called  a  **  violent  rebel."    He  not  only  refused,  on  his 
letum  from  Shiloh,  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance,  but  actually,  in  reponse  to  a  proc- 
lamation of  General  Butler  of  September  ^,  1862,  registered  himself  as  an  enemy  of 
the  United  States.    He  was^levoted,  heart,  body,  and  soul,  to  the  cause  of  the  Con- 
federacy, and  had  given  proof  of  remarkable  personal  valor  at  Shiloh.    But  for  phys- 
ical disabilities  resulting  from  severe  wounds  he  would  have  continued  in  the  mili- 
tary service  of  the  Confederacy.    He  established  himself  in  business  at  Matamoros, 
with  a  view  of  providing  for  himself  a  comfortable  livelihood.     So  deep-rooted  was 
his  devotion  to  the  Confederate  cause  that,  after  the  war,  he  could  with  difficulty  be 
prevailed  upon  by  his  friends  to  return  to  Louisiana. 

Such  was  the  career  of  the  person  whose  acceptance  of  830  bales  of  cotton  from  the 
Confederate  Government  by  way  of  indemnity  for  415  bales  taken  from  him  is  sought 
to  be  stamped  with  illegi^Uty  and  nnllity  to  the  prejudice  and  ruin  of  a  neutral  firm 
aeting  in  good  faith  and  engaged  in  an  enterprise  honorable  in  itself  and  sanctioned  by 
the  law  of  nations.  If  Queyrouze's  transaction  with  the  Confederate  Government 
was  illegal  and  void,  every  act  of  sale,  every  transfer  of  property,  every  contract  of 
marriage  made  within  the  lines  of  the  Confederacy  during  its  existence,  was  equally 
null  and  void.  The  mere  statement  of  the  proposition  is  sufficient  to  establish  its 
luteoahility. 

At  tbe  outbreak  of  the  war  between  the  Northern  and  Southern  States  Qneyrouze 
leDonnced  his  allegiance  to  the  Union  and  became  a  citizen  of  tbe  Southern  Confed- 
eracy. Louisiana  had  been  his  residence.  By  virtue  of  the  proclamation  of  the 
President  of  August  16, 1861,  and  of  several  acts  of  the  Federal  Congress,  the  iuhabit- 
utsof  that  State  and  others,  so  long  as  they  remained  in  a  state  of  armed  hostility, 
vere  regarded  and  treated  as  enemies  of  the  United  States.  By  the  hazard  of  war 
Qoeyronze  was  brought  to  the  citj*^  of  New  Orleans  in  the  spring  of  1862.  In  order  to 
tvoid  and  escape  even  the  presumption  of  loyalty  that  might  nave  attached  to  him 
Dpon  the  occupation  of  the  city  by  the  Federal  troops  be  registered  himself  as  an 
niemy  of  the  United  States.  So  far  from  resisting  the  banishment  with  which  he 
WM  threatened,  he  voluntarily  expatriated  himself. 

Thus,  by  every  act  in  his  power — by  taking  up  arms,  by  formal  self-registration  as 
an  enemy,  by  constant  act  and  word,  b^  self-expatriation,  and  by  foreign  residence — 
be  renounced  bis  allegiance  to  and  citizenship  in  tbe  United  States,  and  proclaimed 
lu's  devotion  to  the  Confederacy.    If  these  acts  be  not  sufficient  to  operate  a  change 
of  citizenship  and  domicile  in  the  eyes  of  the  American  Government,  then  your 
memorialists  respectfully  submit  that  the  American  doctrine  of  liberty  of  expatria- 
tion must  be  abandoned,  the  treaties  of  the  United  States  with  foreign  Governments 
on  that  subject  should  be  abrogated,  and  the  American  people  must  renounce  one  of 
tbe  dearest  tenets  of  their  political  creed  and  revert  to  the  ancient  English  doctrine : 
''Once  a  citizen  always  a  citizen.*'    Such  a  thing  as  involuntary  citizenship  is  foreign 
to  the  spirit  of  American  institutions.    After  Queyrouze's  expatriation  the  United 
States  Government  owed  him  no  protection^  and  he  owed  that  Government  no  alle- 
giance. 

Tour  memorialists  have  dwelt  at  length  upon  this  branch  of  their  claim  because 
the  adverse  decisions  from  which  they  have  so  long  sufl^ered  and  against  which  they 
have  so  often  protested  have  been  made,  both  by  the  courts  tiud  the  State  Depart- 
ment, to  turn  upon  the  political  status  of  Qneyrouze.  Your  memorialists  now  respect- 
fall^  submit  that,  having  exhausted  all  the  remedies  afforded  them  by  the  power 
against  the  aots  of  whose  authorities  they  complain,  they  are  entitled  to  seek  a  re- 
dress of  their  grievances  from  the  honorable  Commission  established  to  eftecta  peace- 
able settlement  of  claims  of  French  and  American  citizens  against  the  Governments 
of  the  United  States  and  France  respectively.  They  believe  that  they  have  brought 
tbemselves  within  the  rule  established  by  long  usage  and  precedent  as  to  the  time 
when  and  circumstances  under  which  a  private  citizen  who  feels  himself  aggrieved 
by  the  sentence  of  a  prize  court  of  a  foreign  State  may  apply  to  his  own  State  for  a 
remedy. 
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It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  judicial  proceeding  had  against  the  claimants*  ootton  m 
in  the  prize  court  of  the  United  States, ^and  to  enforce  condemnation  as  marine  prise, 
the  seizure  of  the  ootton  I>eing  considered  and  treated  exclusively  as  a  naval  cantara. 

Wheaton,  speaking  upon  the  subject  of  the  remedy  where  the  property  of  sabjeets 
of  a  neutral  power  had  been  improperly  condemned  in  a  prize  court,  says,  quoting 
and  adopting  Rutherforth : 

<^he  imperfection  of  the  voluntary  law  of  nations,  in  its  present  state,  cannot 
oppose  an  elSectual  bar  to  the  claim  of  a  neutral  Government  seeking  indemnity  for 
ite  subjects  who  have  been  unjustly  deprived  of  their  propertrf  under  the  erro- 
neous administration  of  that  law.  *  *  *  The  moment  the  decision  of  the  tribunal 
of  the  last  resort  has  been  pronounced  (supposing  it  not  to  be  warranted  by  the  facts 
of  the  case  and  by  the  law  of  nations  applied  to  those  facts),  and  Justice  has  been 
thus  finally  denied,  the  capture  and  condemnation  become  the  acts  of  the  State,  for 
which  the  sovereign  is  responsible  to  the  Government  of  the  claimant.  *  *  *  The 
tribunals  of  a  State  are  but  a  part,  and  only  a  subordinate  part,  of  the  government 
of  the  State.  But  the  right  of  redress  against  injurious  acts  of  the  whole  Govern- 
ment, of  the  supreme  authority,  incontestably  exists  in  ibreign  States  whose  subjects 
have  suffered  by  those  acts.  Much  more  clearly,  then^  must  it  exist  when  those  acts 
proceed  from  persons,  authorities,  or  tribunals  responsible  to  tht'ir  own  sovereign,  bnt 
irresponsible  to  a  foreign  Government  otherwise  tnan  by  its  action  on  their  sover- 
eign."   (Wheaton's  International  Law,  by  Dana,  sec.  392.) 

**  The  captors  *  *  *  are  bound  to  submit  to  its  (the  prize  court's)  sentenee, 
though  this  sentence  should  happen  to  be  erroneous,  because  it  has  a  complete  joris- 
diction  over  their  persons.  But  the  other  parties  to  the  controversy,  as  thev  are  mem- 
bers of  another  State,  are  only  bound  to  submit  to  its  sentence  so  far  as  this  sentence 
is  agreeable  to  the  law  of  nations  or  to  particular  treaties.  *  *  *  If  Justiee,  there- 
fore, is  not  done  to  them  they  may  apply  to  their  own  State  for  a  remedy .''  (XM.,  tee. 
393.) 

**  In  conformity  with  these  principles  the  United  States,  under  the  treaty  of  1794 
with  Great  Britain,  obtained  indemnity  for  her  citizens  in  cases  where  there  had  been 
a  final  sentence  of  condemnation.''  (Jbid,^  sec.  395. )  ''So  the  United  States  obtained 
similar  indemnities  under  the  treaty  of  March  28,  1830,  with  Denmark."  (JHd,  seo. 
397.) 

{'  The  true  nature  of  a  prize  tribunal  may  be  described  by  a  phrase  for  which,  in- 
deed, I  find  no  precedent,  but  which  is  nevertheless  appropriate,  an  inqnesit  by  the 
State."    {Ibid.,  Dana's  note,  186,  sec.  388.) 

'*  The  responsibility  for  the  capture  and  condemnation  lying  upon  the  State,  aa  a 
belligerent  act,  the  State  is  not  bound  by  a  favorable  decision  of  its  own  tribunaL 
It  may,  and  should,  notwithstanding  the  decree  of  condemnation,  make  restitatioii 
or  compensation  on  the  demand  of  the  sovereign  of  the  claimant  if  justice  *  •  * 
reouireit."    (IMd.) 

From  these  citations  we  submit  that  the  law  is  clear,  that  if  the  claimants  have 
been  deprived  of  their  property  by  the  erroneous  Judgment  of  the  prize  coorts,  the 
United  States  are  bound  to  indemnify  them. 

Concerning  the  question  of  the  proper  time  for  the  intervention  of  the  claimants,  Mr. 
Wheat  on  lays  down  the  rule  as  follows : 

*'  If  Justice  has  not  been  done  to  them  (the  neutral  claimants)  they  may  apply  to 
their  own  State  for  a  remedy.  *  *  *  In  order  to  determine  when  their  right  to 
apply  to  their  own  State  begins,  we  must  inquire  when  the  exclusive  right  of  the 
other  State  to  judge  in  the  controversy  ends.  As  this  exclusive  right  is  nothing  else 
but  the  right  of  the  State  to  which  the  captors  belong  to  examine  into  the  oonduet 
of  its  own  members  before  it  become  answerable  for  what  they  have  done,  sneh  ex- 
clusive right  cannot  end  until  their  conduct  has  been  thoroughly  examined.  •  •  • 
Since,  therefore,  it  is  usual  in  maritime  countries  to  establish  not  only  inferior  eourti 
of  marine  to  judge  what  is  and  what  is  not  lawful  prize,  but  likewise  superior  courts 
of  review,  to  which  the  parties  may  appeal  if  they  think  themselves  aggrieved  by 
the  inferior  courts,  the  subjects  of  a  neutral  State  can  have  no  right  to  apply  to  their 
own  State  for  a  remedy  against  an  erroneous  sentence  of  an  inferior  court  till  they 
have  appealed  to  the  superior  court,  or  to  the  several  superior  courts,  if  there  ais 
more  courts  of  this  sort  than  one,  and  till  the  sentence  has  been  confirmed  in  all  of 
them.  •  •  *  After  the  sentence  of  the  inferior  court  has  been  thus  confirmed  the 
foreign  claimants  may  apply  to  their  own  State  for  a  remedy,  if  they  think  them- 
selves aggrieved."    (Wheaton,  sec.  393.) 

But  the  claimants  do  not  rest  their  claim  exclusively  upon  the  capacity  of  Quey- 
rouze  to  treat  with  the  Confederate  Government.  They  will  at  the  proper  time  rs- 
q^uest  the  representative  of  their  Government  to  urge  before  this  honorable  Commis- 
sion the  proposition  that  the  undoubted  possession  of  the  cotton  acquired  by  Jules  Le 
More,  the  agent  of  your  memorialists,  in  good  faith,  and  for  a  valuable  oonsideratioB, 
was  alone  sufficient  under  the  code  of  Louisiana,  which  should  govern  the  transao- 
tion,  and  also  by  the  common  and  civil  laws,  to  vest  the  property  absolutely  in  the 
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dumAntAy  whether  Queyronse's  title  was  bad  or  good,  and  that  its  seizure  by  the 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States  was  utterly  unwarranted  and  illegal. 

Your  memorialists  further  represent  that  it  will  appear  from  acertiOeate  of  Febm- 
•ry  16,  1870,  of  George  P.  Bow  en,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  that  the  grow  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  8:^0  bales 
daioied  by  your  memorialists  amounted  to  the  sum  of  |350,726.46,  and  that  the  costs 
and  expenses  paid  out  of  said  gross  proceeds,  including  the  expenses  of  weighing, 
itorage,  carting,  and  rebalins  of  said  cotton,  and  the  United  States  taxes  and  assess- 
ments thereon  amounted  to  toe  sum  of  $41,566.06. 

Tour  memoralists  have  never  understood  bow  the  charges  upon  this  lot  of  cotton 
eonld  have  legitimately  amounted  to  so  lar^e  a  sum ;  but  if  they  are  concluded  by  the 
oenificate  above  mentioned,  then  the  principal  of  their  claim  amounts  to  $309,160.40, 
iDd  upon  this  principal  sum  they  claim  and  ask  for  the  payment  of  interest  at  the 
rate  of  6  per  cent,  per  annum  from  June  22,  1864,  the  date  of  the  sale,  until  the  close 
of  the  official  existence  of  this  honorable  Commission. 

Tour  memorialists  have  for  many  years  patiently  yet  unceasingly  prosecuted  this 
JQst  claim  for  the  value  of  property  wrongfully  seized  and  taken  from  them — at  what 
expense  of  time,  trouble,  and  monev  it  is  needless  to  state.  They  have  grown  gray 
in  this  prolonged  battle  for  their  rights,  and  they  now  welcome,  as  the  means  of  finally 
obtaining  that  Justice  which  is  their  due,  but  which  has  been  so  lone  denied  to  them, 
the  opportunity  furnished  them  by  the  establishment  of  this  honorable  Commission 
to  lay  their  claim  before  an  impartial  tribunal  commissioned  to  carefully  examine  and 
decide,  according  to  the  principles  of  public  law,  justice,  and  equity,  the  cases  of  pri- 
Tftte  citizens  appealing  for  the  redress  of  wrongs  committed,  inadvertently  or  design- 
edly, by  powerful  Govern  men ta  in  times  of  war  and  public  disturbance,  when,  amid 
tbe  clash  of  arms,  the  voice  of  the  law  is  stilled. 

Wherefore  your  memorialists  pray,  the  premises  considered,  that  an  award  may  be 
made  by  this  honorable  Commission  in  their  favor  and  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  for  the  sum  of  $309,160.40,  with  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  6  per 
MDt.  per  annum  from  Juoe  22,  1864,  until  the  close  of  the  official  existence  of  thishon- 
ofsble  Commission.    And  your  memorialists  will  ever  pray. 

G.  A.  Le  more  d&  CO., 
By  their  attorney  in  fact,  JULES  Ls  MORE. 

Jales  Le  More,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  by  a  special  power  of  attor- 
ney, dated  at  Havre,  France,  on  the  4th  of  November,  1880,  he  was  constituted  the 
attorney  in  fact  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  for  them  and  in  their  name,  place,  and  stead, 
on  tecount  of  their  distant  foreign  residence  and  of  his  own  intimate  personal  knowl- 
edf^e  of  the  facts  relating  to  the  claim  of  his  constituents,  to  make  such  formal  verifi- 
eatioDs  of  documents  to  be  laid  before  the  Franco- American  Commission  sittiu^^  at 
Waahington,  D.  C,  as  the  rules  of  said  Commission  might  reouire ;  that,  by  virtue 
of  laid  power  of  attorney,  he  has  signed  the  foregoing  memorial,  and  that  the  state- 
Bieots  contained  therein  are,  to  the  best  of  his  knowl^ge  and  belief,  true  and  correct. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

Sirom  to  and  subscribed  before  me,  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  on  the  filth  day  of 
Mareh,  A.  D.  1861. 
rnAi^l  A.  ABAT,  N.  P. 

Whereas  G.  A.  LeMore  &,  Co.,  merchants,  of  the  oMj  of  Havre,  Republic  of  France,  have 
aioet  and  valid  claim  against  the  United  States  of  America  for  toe  ]^roceedsof  thesale 
of  eight  hundred  and  thirty  bales  of  cotton,  which  were  illegally  seized  in  the  dprinff 
of  li^  by  the  officers  of  a  flotilla  of  gunboats  belonging  to  the  Navy  of  the  Unitea 
States  ;  and  whereas,  at  and  before,  the  time  of  such  seizure  Jules  Le  More,  a  citizen 
of  the  Republic  of  France,  now  residing  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  was 
the  agent  of  said  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  in  the  United  States,  and  was  present  at  said 
nizure  of  their  cotton,  and  is  perfectly  familiar  with  all  the  facts  concerning  the  pur- 
chase of  said  cotton  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  and  its  illegal  seizure  by  United  States 
aathorities  ;  and  whereas  thesaid  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  intend  submitting  their  afore- 
said claim  for  examination  and  adjudication  to  the  Franco-American  Commission 
created  by  the  treaty  of  January  15,  1880,  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Republic  of  France,  so  soon  as  it  shall  be  fully  organized  : 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  known  that  for  the  better  and  the  more  convenient,  speedy,  and 
etTective  prosecution  of  said  claim,  the  said  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  hereby  constitute 
and  appoint  the  said  Jules  Le  More  their  attorney  in  fact,  to  represent  them  before 
said  Franco-American  Commission,  specially  authorizing  him  to  execute  in  their 
name,  place,  and  ste^  such  formal  oaths  or  affirmations  as  may  be  required  of  claim- 
ante  by  the  rules  and  regulations  of  said  Commission  in  the  presentation  of  their 
daim ;  and  also  specially  authorizing  him  to  employ,  on  such  terms  as  may  be  deemed 
proper  by  him,  legal  counsel  td  assist  him  in  the  presentation  of  theli  «&vd  ^Isixn.  to 
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said  Commission,  and  its  prosecution  to  final  jadcment,  hereby  ratifying  andoonfiim- 

ing  all  that  the  said  attorney  in  fket  may  do  in  tke^ixemises  by  yirUie  of  theaeprei- 

enta. 
In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  seal,  at  Havre,  tLis  4tli  diyof 

November,  in  the  year  of  onr  Lord  1880. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO., 
GU8TAVE  AND&£  LE  MOEE. 

Signed,  sealed,  and  delivered  in  presence  of— 
William  A.  Ayliffk, 
Sev^rin  Hamrl. 

Be  it  known  that  on  the  4th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1880,  before  me,  M.  A.  Lybrook, 
Tice-cousul  of  the  United  States  for  the  port  and  district  of  Havre,  personally  ap* 
peared  Gustave  Audr^  Le  More,  principal  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  koown 
to  me  to  be  tl^e  party  named  in  and  who  executed  the  foregoing  letter  of  attonie;, 
and  acknowledged  the  same  to  be  his  act  and  deed. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  official  seal,  at  Havre,  tlie 
day  and  year  above  written,  and  the  105th  year  of  the  independence  of  the  United 
States. 

[BKAL]  M.  A.  LYBROOK, 

U,  8.  Vtoe-Contulf  Earn, 


DEPOSITION  OF  GUSTAVE  A.  LE  MORE. 


Filed  May  21, 1881.— FT.  F.  P.  ^  L.  L.,  Seo9, 


G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co. 
The  United  States 


*  i  No.  211. 


To  the  American  Consul,  Havre^  France: 

Sir  :  You  are  hereby  authorized  to  act  as  a  commissioner  in  the  above-entitled  can 
at  Havre,  France,  and  as  such  to  there  take  the  testimony  of  Gustave  Andi€  Le  More. 
In  fulfilling  this  duty  you  will  be  guided  by  the  rules  of  this  Commission,  particnlarl; 
Rules  XIV  and  XV,  and  you  will  return  the  testimony  taken  herein  to  the  secretariea 
of  this  Commission,  with  this  authority  attached  as  the  first  sheet  thereof.  Acopyaf 
the  notice  required  by  Rule  XIV,  and  a  copy  of  Rules  XIV  and  XV,  are  herewith  in- 
closed. Should  the  defeudant  not  appear  at  the  examination,  you  will  ascertain  from 
the  inclosed  copy  of  notice  whether  notice  has  been  accepted  :  if  it  has,  you  may  pro- 
ceed with  the  examination ;  if  it  has  not,  you  will  adjourn  tne  examination,  and  n 
port  that  fact,  with  the  reason,  to  this  Commission. 
We  are,  sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

WASH.  F.  PEDDRICK, 
L.  LAUGEL, 

Seeretariet' 
Washington,  D.  C,  April  13,  1881. 

It  is  agreed  that  the  American  consul  at  Havre,  France,  be  authorized  to  take  tk 
testimony  of  witnesses  in  the  above-entitled  case  at  Havre,  France,  to  be  used  befon 
this  Commission. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  Steitt' 
CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBBUN, 
Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  FVenchB^fwic. 

Washington,  D.  C,  ApHl  13,  1881. 


O.  A.  Lb  More  &  Co.  )  . 

V.  >No.  211. 

The  United  States.   ) 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  7, 1881. 
Paul  D^ardin,  Esq., 

Agent  of  the  French  Eepublio : 

Dear  Sir  :  Please  notify  the  agent  of  the  American  Government  that  it  is  piopoMd 
to  take  the  testimony  of  Gustave  Andr^  Le  More,  upon  the  sabjoined  inteirogttoiyi 
before  the  American  consul  at  Havre,  France,  at  such  time  as  may  soit  his,  the  AbmxI- 


re- 
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eu  agent's  conveuience,  relative  to  ilie  birth.  citizeuBhip,  olaim,  non-naturalization, 
son-aJienation  of  claim,  neutrality,  &c.,  of  the  members  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More    . 
&Co. 

Bespectfully,  yoars,  . 

ALBERT  C.  JANIN. 

Interrogatory  addressed  to  Gnstave  Andr^  Le  'More,  of  Havre,  France,  in  behalf  of 
6.A.Le  More  &,  Co. : 

No.  1.  Read  carefully  the  first  paragraph,  consisting  of  23  lines,  of  the  memorial 
filed  with  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  in  the  claim  of  G.  A.  L^  More 
&  Co.  V,  The  United  States,  Tvhich  memorial  accompanies  this  interrogatory,  and  state 
whether  the  allegations  therein  contained  are  true  and  correct. 

PAUL  DfiJARDIN, 

Agent  du  Gouv*t 

Cross-examination  for  the  present  waived,  the  connsel  for  the  United  States  re- 
Nrriog  the  right  to  cross-examine  hereafter  in  case  he  shall  deem  it  necessary  so  to  do. 

GEO.  8.  BOUT  WELL, 
Counsel  for  the  United  States. 
Washington,  April  9, 1881. 

The  memorial  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  respectfully  represents :  That  your  memo- 
rialists are  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  France,  and  the  only  members  of  a  commercial 
£rm  established  in  the  city  of  Havre,  France,  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  being  the  active 
and  managing  partner,  and  L^ntine  Le  More  the  silent  partner  in  said  association. 
Hie  said  Gnstave  A.  Le  More  was  bom  in  the  city  of  Havre,  France,  in  the  vearl820, 
And  L^ontine  Le  More  at  the  same  place,  about  the  year  1^22,  and  both  of  them  have 
'^ded  in  said  city  from  their  inninoy  until  the  present  time,  and  have  never  had 
^y  other  domicile.    Their  post-office  address  is  the  Poste  Restante  of  said  city.    At 
^e  time  of  the  origin  of  the  claim,  which  is  the  subject-matter  of  this  memorial,  and 
*,t  the  present  time,  the  said  claim  was  and  is  the  exclusive  property  of  your  memo- 
^SElists,  Gostave  A.  Le  More  and  L^ontine  Le  More ;  no  transfer  of  their  interest  in 
^id  claim^  or  of  any  part  thereof,  has  ever  been  made  by  either  of  them,  nor  have 
^«y  ever  received  any  compensation  in  money  or  other  valuable  thin^,  or  any  in- 
t^mnity  whatsoever,  for  the  losses  which  constituto  the  basis  of  said  claim.    Neither 
*^  yoar  memorialists  ever  rendered  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  government  of  the  so- 
<^lled  Confederate  States,  or  ever  became  naturalized,  or  took  any  steps  to  that  end, 
Cl.  the  United  States,  or  any  other  country  foreign  to  them. 

D^partement  de  la  Seine-InfSrieure.  Ville  du  Havre.  Etat-Civil,  No.  289.  Bnlle- 
i^  de  r^seignement :  Naissance.  Nom  La  More,  Pr^noms  Andr6,  Gustave,  fils  16gi- 
^me  de  Louis  Francois,  L^onor  et  de  Marie,  Madelaine,  Franyoiee,  Lauge  n^  an 
^avre,  me  des  Rem  parts,  le  9  Jnin  182C. 

^  D^partement  de  la  Seine-lnf^rieure.    Ville  du  Havre.    fitat-Civil,  No.  354.     Bulle- 
^n  de  renj^ignement.    Naissance.    Nom,  Le  More  ;  pr^noms,  D^sirde,  L^ontine,  fiUe 

^gitime  de  Louis,  Francois,  Lienor  et  de  Marie,  Madeleine,  Franyoise,  Lauge,  n6e  au 

^avre,  rue  des  Ramparts,  le  26  juin  1821. 

CTkited  States  Coxsulats, 

Havre f  France: 

Be  it  known  and  made  manifest  to  all  whom  it  doth  or  may  concern  that  on  the  7th 

day  of  May,  1881,  before  me,  John  A.  Bridglaud,  United  States  consul  at  Havre,  France, 

personally  came  and  appeared  Gustave  Andr^  Le  More,  and  deposes  and  says  as  fol- 

«fiWB:  That  he  is  the  active  and  managing  partner  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre, 

^^Qce ;  that  his  sister,  L^ohtine  Le  More,  is  strictly  a  silent  partner  of  said  association ; 

tluit  he  and  his  said  sister  are  the  only  members  composing  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More 

*  Co.,  of  Havre,  France ;  that  he  and  his  said  sister  are  both  citizens  of  the  Republic 

of  Fnmce;  that  they  were  both  bom  in  the  city  of  Havre,  France;  that  he,  Gustave 

A.  Le  More,  was  born  in  the  said  city  of  Havre  in  the  year  18*^0,  and  his  said  sister, 

liontine  Le  More,  was  bom  in  said  city  of  Havre  in  the  year  1821,  and  tlioy  have  both 

tt«ided  in  said  city  since  their  infancy  to  the  present  time,  never  having  had  another 

domicile.    The  post-office  address  is  poste  r«stante.  No.  175,  of  said  city.    Their  claim 

Wore  the  French-American  Claims  Commission,  now  sitting  in  Washington,  D.  C, 

*M  originally  theirs,  and  is  at  the  present  time  the  exclusive  property  of  himself  and 

^  said  sister,  composing  the  firm  oi  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.     He  and  bis  said  sister  have 

nade  no  transfer  of  his  or  his  said  sister^s  interest  in  said  claim,  or  any  part  thereof, 

^y  either  of  them.    That  neither  he  or  his  said  sister  have  ever  received  any  compen- 

lation  in  money  or  other  valuable  thing,  or  any  indemnity  whatsoever  for  the  losses 
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which  constitnte  the  basis  of  said  claim.  He  or  his  said  sister  have  neither  of  tli 
ever  rendered  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  Government  of  the  so-called  Oonfedei 
States,  and  that  he  or  his  said  sister  have  never  become  fiataralizedf  or  have  ne 
taken  any  steps  to  that  end,  in  the  United  States,  or  in  any  country  foreign  to  th( 
selves 

G.  A.  LB  MORE  &  CO. 

GU8TAVE  ANDR15  LE  MOKi 

Sworn  to  before  me  this  7th  day  of  May,  1881. 

[steAL.]  J.  A.  BRIDGLAND, 

United  States  C(m9ulf  Havre,  France 

CONSULAT  DES  £taT8-UnI8, 

au  Havre,  France  : 

Que  Ton  sache  et  quMl  soit  manifesto  k  tons  cenx  qui  sont  on  poarraient  Atre  in 
ress^  que  le  7"  jour  de  mai  1881,  devaut  moi,  John  A.  Bridglaud-,  consul  des  £tA 
Unis  au  Havre,  France,  est  venn,  et  a  cOmparn,  personnel  lenient,  Gustavo  Andr^ 
More,  et  afflrme  et  depose  comme  suit:  Qn'ilest  associ^-directenr  de  la  matsoa  6. 
Le  More  &.  Co.,  du  Havre,  France;  que  sa  scBiirL^ontine  Le  More  est  Tassoci^e  tae 
de  la  dite  maison ;  que  lui  et  sa  sus-nomm^escBursont  les  seuls  membres  dout  seco 
pose  la  maison  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  du  Havre,  France;  que  lui  et  sa  sus-nonin 
scBur  sont  tons  deux  citoyeus  dela  R^publique  Fran^aise;  que  Ini,  Gustavo  Andr6: 
More,  naquit  en  la  cit6  du  Havre  en  Tannic  1820,  et  que  sasoBursns-nomm^e,  L^ooti 
Le  More,  naquit  en  la  cit^  du  Havre  en  I'ann^c  18*21,  et  que  tons  deux  ont  r^niil^  eo 
dite  cit6  du  Havre  depuis  leur  premiere  enfance  jnsqn'^  ce  jour,  et  qn'ils  n'ontjami 
eu  d'autre  domicile;  leur  adresse  po^tale  est  Poste- Rest  ante,  botte  No.  175,  en  Isdi 
cit^du  Havre;  leur  reclamation  devant  la''  Commission  Franco-Am^ricaine,''  n6^^ 
actuellement  ^  Washington,  D.  C,  6tait  la  leur  d^s  I'origine,  etest  encore  aujourd'li 
leur  proprf<6te  exclusive ;  lui  et  sa  sosur  sus-nomni^e  n'ont  fait  aucun  trausfert  de  le 
int^rftt  en  la  dite  reclamation,  soit  entier,  soit  partiel,  et  faitni  par  I'un  ni  par  Vsnti 
que  ni  lui  ni  sa  soBur  n'out  jamaisre^u  aucnne  remuneration  pecuniaire,  on  sal 
valeur,  on  indemnite  queloonqne  pour  les  pen  es  qui  constituent  la  liase  de  Is  d 
reclamation ;  que  ni  lui  ni  sa  scsnr  n'ont  jamais  pr6te  aide  on  appui  an  gouvernenu 
des  ''fitats  Confederes,''  ainsi  denommes,  et  que  ui  Van  ni  I'autre  ne  seaont  jamsisf 
naturaliser  anx  £tats-Unis,  ni  dans  aucun  autre  pays  etranger,  et  ils  n*ont  jam 
fait  aacune  tentative  dans  ce  but. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 
GUSTAVE  ANDRfi  LE  MORE 

Affirme,  devant  moi,  le  7  mai  1881. 

[8CEAU.]  J.  A.  BRIDGLAND, 

Consul  dee  ^tait-Unu 

Letter  of  Mr.  l*anl  Dejardin,  agent  of  the  French  Government,  transmitting  thi 

one  documents  from  the  files  of  the  French  legation. 


o.  > 

VNo.  211. 


G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

V, 

The  United  States. 

Washinotok,  D.  C,  April  16,  iSdl 
Messrs.  W.  F.  Psddrick  and  L.  Laugbi., 

Secretaries: 

Gentlemen  :  Please  file  with  the  other  papers  and  proofs  in  the  above-entil 
claim  the  accompanying  tbirty-one  documents,  which  are  talcen  from  the  files  of 
French  legation,  and  of  which  I  subjoin  a  descriptive  list. 

PAUL  DEJARDIN, 

Agent  du  Gewf 

DBSCRIFTIYE  LIST. 

1.  Letter  of  E.  N.  Montardier  to  the  French  consul.    New  Orleans,  April  4,  1864. 

2.  Letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  the  French  consul.  New  Orleans,  May  '^^  1864,  inclofl 

(a)  sworn  declaration  of  Rauset  and  Pargoud  ;  (6)  certificate;  of  J.  T.  Simm< 

3.  Letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  the  French  consul.     New  Orleans,  Mry  26,  1864. 

4.  Letter  of  E.  N.  Montardier  to  the  French  consul,  New  Orleans,  May  30,  1864, 

closinff  two  letters  of  G.  A.  Le  Mure  Sc  Co. 

5.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy  to  the  acting  French  consul  at  New  Orleans.    Wf 

ington,  June  17, 1864. 

6.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &>  Co.  to  Minister  of  Foreign  A^nirs.     Havre.  Julv  9,  It 

7.  Letter  of  Reynes  Brothers  &  Co.  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.     New  York,  July  11,  1h 

8.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Wasbington,  July 

1864,  inclosing  copies  of  two  letters. 

9.  Letter  of  G.  A.  I^  More  &,  Co.  to  Reynes  Brothers  &.  Co.    Havre,  August  %,  I^ 
10,  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs.    Washington,  Angus 

1S64. 
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11.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    WaahiogtoD,  Aagost  5, 

1864. 
121  Letter  of  Mr.  Fanconnet  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    New  Orleans,  Aagnst  13,  1864. 

13.  Letter  of  Revues  Brothers  &  Co.  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    New  York,  August  19; 

1864. 

14.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    Washington,  August  19, 

1864. 

15.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy  to  Reynes  Brothers  &.  Co.    Washington,  August  94, 

1864. 

16.  Letter  of  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs.    Washington,  August 

26,  1864. 

17.  Letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    New  York,  August  30, 1864. 

Id.  Letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    Springfteld,  September  5,  1864. 
19.'Letter  of  Springer  and  Logan  to  Jules  Le  More.    Spriogfield,  September  7,  1864. 
20.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    Washington,  September  17, 

1864. 
81.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    Washington,  September 29, 

1864. 
93.  Letter  of  Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    Washington,  September 99, 

1864. 

53.  Letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.    New  York,  September  30,  1864, 

with  two  inclosnres  (one  letter  and  one  certificate). 

54.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  Mr.  L.  de  Geofroy.  New  York,  November  1, 1864. 
85.  Letter  of  A.  Le  More  to  the  Marquis  de  Moutholon.  New  York,  January  ^J7, 1-66. 
S6.  Letter  of  Albert  C.  Janin  to  the  French  Charge  d' Affaires.    Washington,  May  20, 

1869. 
27.  Letter  of  A.  Le  More  to  Mr.  J.  Berth6my.    New  Orleans,  November  3, 1870. 
5W.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  to  Hon.  Hamilton  Fish.     Havre,  May  25,  1871. 
2).  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  to  Viscount  Treilhard.    Havre,  May  25,  1871. 

30.  Letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  to  the  Marquis  de  Noailles.    Havre,  December  4,  1673. 

31.  Letterof  Deputy  Paulevey  to  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Paris,  December  1,  1878, 

inclosing  a  copy  of  petition  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  and  others  of  May  13, 1875. 


0.  A.  Le  Moxr  A  Co.  ) 

V.  >  No.  211. 

Titi  United  States.  ^ 

Nouvelle-Orl^aks,  le  4  avril  1864. 

^  Momtteur  le  Consul  de  France^  cL  la  Nouvdle-Orlians : 

Monsieur  le  Consul  :  J*ai  eu  Thonneur  de  vous  ^crire  le  9  mars  dernier,  sur  la 
^«Diande  de  M.  Jules  Le  More,  pour  vons  donner  connaisKance  de  quelqnes  achat«  de 
cotoD  qu'il  a  faits.  Anjonrd'hui  je  regois  une  lettre  de  M.  Jules  Le  More,  dat^  de 
Monroe,  Loaisiane,  le  2ti  mars  1864,  me  donnant  des  renseignements.plus  precis  sur  ces 
^Ut8.    Ilrdsulte  de  sa  lettre,  qu'il  a,  en  ce  moment,  sur  la  riviere  Ouachita: 

323  balles  decoton  sur  I'habitation  Lazare  **0ae8t  Wacbita." 
660  balles  de  coton  sur  I'habitation  Simmons  ''East  VVachita.^' 

963 

206  balles  de  coton  snr  Fhabitation  Simmons. 

^tts*  1,189  balles  de  coton,  pour  lesquelles  il  vient  d*adresser  h  M.  Aristide  Miltenber- 
pfane  lettre  le  priant  d'ootenir  des  autorit^s  militaires  fi6d6rales  ici  uu  pcrmis  ponr 
^««»pj)orter  ^  laNouvelle-Orl^ans. 
^S^z,  Monsieur  le  Consul,  Tassurance  de  mes  sentiments  bicn  respectueiix. 

E.  N.  MON  TARDIER. 

Nouvelle-Orl^ans,  3  max  1864. 
[.   *i>Mieur  U  Corisul  de  France j  XouvelU-OrUans  : 

..MossiKUR  LE  Consul:    Me  trouvant  &  Shreveport  le  trois  de  f6vrier  dernier, 
JMhetai  le  l**"  mars,  pour  compte  de  la  raaison  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  da  Havre,  onze 
\.  ^nt  einquante- trois  balles  de  cotton,  comme  suit : 

^^lliabttation  A.  Lazarre  situ^e  snr  le  c6t^  ouest  de  la  riviere  OoAohita 

^nnmillddela  ville  de  Monroe 393  bL 

**8nrPliabitation  Simmons  qni  se  tronve  sur  le  cAt^  est  de  la  rivifere  Oaa- 
chita  ^  vingt-trois  milles  de  la  ville  de  Monroe 830  bl. 

Bnserable  de  coton  .~. \A^%  bl. 

H.  Ex.  235—20 
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AnB8it6t  I'acqnisition  de  ces  ootODS  et  le  paiement  elSecta^  en  mes  traitee  snr  I'Ea- 
Tope,  j'envoyai  un  expr^s  k  la  Nonvelle-Orl^anB,  avec  mes  instmcMons  ^crites  pour mon 
agenif  M.  £*.  N.  MoDtardier,  pour  que  tootes  les  formalit^s  exig^es  par  le  GonTerne- 
ment  de  WashiDgton  soient  remplies  poar  descendre  ces  cotons  &  la  Nouvelle-Orl^iu. 
Ces  lettres  furent  lues  par  les  officiecs  f^d^ranx  aa  passage  des  ligne^  f(6d^ralee,  mon 
envoys,  snr  ina  recommendation,  les  ayant  commnniqn^es  k  premiere  demaude. 

Pendant  i'absence  de  ce  messager,  une  flotille  f6d^rale,  command^e  par  le  Cap- 
itaine  Foster^  entra  dans  la  riviere  du  Ouaobita  et  s'empara  le  8  avril  1864  des  830 
balles  de  coton  se  trouvant  sur  lliabitation  Simmons,  et  le  10  ayril  des  323  ballw 
depos^es  sur  Vbabitation  A.  Lazarre.  Je  me  rendis  aupr^  du  cominaudant  Foster 
le  11  avril  (m'^tant  presents  le  10  k  son  bord  sans  Vj  rencontrer),  et  lai  demandai  ud 
re^n  des  dits  cotons,  ce  k  quo!  il  se  refusa,  me  declarant  que  ses  ordres  dtaient  de 
prendre  tons  10B  cotons  qu'il  tronverait  sans  distinction  de  nationality.  II  me  dit  qi'il 
sayait  que  j'avais  fonmi  des  draps  h  la  confederation,  ce  qne  j'avonai,  lui  faiaant 
remarquer  toatefois  qne  la  transaction  k  laquelle  il  faisait  allusion  avait  ea  lieu  en 
1861  et  avait  ^t^  faite  par  la  maison  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  dont  j'^tai  alors  an  dea 
asBOci^s,  et  que  cette  affaire  n'avait  aucnn  rapport  avec  les  cotons  apparteoant  en  c« 
moment  k  la  maison  fran9aise  G.  A..  Le  More  ol  Co.;  que  d'ailleurs  cette  affaire  avait 
4i6  d^cid^  depuis  longtemps  k  Wasbington ;  qu'en  outre,  dans  cette  transaction  de 
coton  je  n'^tais  qne  I'agent  de  la  maison  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  qui  est  restate  compli^te- 
ment  Strang^re  a  cette  affaire  de  drap.  Mal^r6  oela,  le  commandant  Foster  fit  rddiger 
parson  secretaire  un  document  par  leqnel  troisde  ses  officiers  d^laraient,  sous  serment, 
que  les  cotons  r6clam68  snr  Tbabitation  A.  Lazarre  semblaient  avoir  ^t^  donni^  en 
^change  de  la  fourniture  des  draps  k  laqttelle  il  avait  fait  allusion.  Dans  ma  d-marche 
anpr^s  du  commandant  Foster,  il  ne  fut  nuUement  question  des  830  bailee  de  coton  qoi 
se  tronvaient  sur  Tbabitation  Simmons,  par  la  raison  qne  J'ignorais  encore  la  Baisie  de 
cette  propriety  de  la  maison  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co. 

En  consequence,  j'ai  I'honneur,  Monsieur  le  Consul,  de  vous  prier  de  reclamer  da 
Commodore  Porter,  on  du  Gonvemement  FM4nl6,  ces  1, 153  balles  de  coton  oomme^tant 
la  propriety  legitime  de  la  maison  fran^aise  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  qui  n'a  jamais  en 
aucnne  mani^re  vioie  les  lois  amerioaines,  ni  donn^  le  moindre  pr^texte  k  la  saisie  de 
ces  proprietes  par  les  £tats*Unis. 

Yeuillez  agr6er,  Monsieur  le  Consul,  Tassurance  de  ma  consideration  la  pins  dis- 
tingnee. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

P.  S. — Indus  3  documents  k  Tappui  de  mes  assertions  oi-deiBSUs. 

J.L.M. 
State  op  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Ouachita  : 

Be  it  remembered  that  on  this  dav,  the  12th  of  April,  1864,  appeared  before  me  the 
undersiened,  residents  of  the  parish  of  Onachita,  who  declared  that  they  are  French- 
men  and  citizens  of  France,  and  that  they  appeiured  before  me  for  the  purpose  of  p(^ 
petuating  the  evidence  hereinafter  stated,  at  the  request  of  Jules  Le  More,  actlnff  in 
behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  ,  of  Havre,  France.  The  v  d  eclared  that  there  is  no  resident 
consul  at  Monroe,  or  this  side  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans;  they  declared  further  that 
on  the  9th  instant  a  fleet  of  gnnboat«  and  transports,  under  the  command  of  Captain 
Foster,  of  the  United  States  Navy,  came  to  Monroe,  La. ;  that  on  the  10th  instant  a 
lot  of  S23  bales  of  cotton  were  taken  from  the  river  bank,  at  the  plantation  of  A. 
Lazarre,  in  the  parish  of  Ouachita.  The  cotton  was  marked  '*  L.  M./'  partly  in  ^ 
ink  and  partly  in  black  ink.  They  declared  further  that  they  knew  tnat  said  cotton 
had  been  placed  on  the  river  bank  by  parties  paid  by  Jules  Le  More,  and  that  the  cot- 
ton was  in  his  possession  and  under  his  control.  The  cotton  had  been  placed  on  the 
river  for  shipment  by  him  to  New  Orleans.  They  know  that  said  cotton  belonged  to 
G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  They  further  declared  that  the  parties  taking  said  cotton 
marked  some  of  it  <»U.  S.  N."  and  also  **  C.  S.  A."  These  initials  are  in  ink  different 
from  that  put  upon  the  bales  by  Le  More  &,  Co.,  "  L.  M."  They  further  de<^lared  that 
it  is  to  their  knowledge  that  Jules  Le  More  demanded  of  Captain  Foster,  commanding 
the  fleet,  a  receipt  or  an  acknowledgment,  showing  the  fact  of  his  taking  said  cotton, 
which  Captain  Foster  refused  to  give.  They  further  declared  that  before  the  Josai 
£rom  said  fleet  took  possession  of  said  cotton  ^one  of  it  was  marked  **C,S.  AJ* 

They  further  declared  that  they  have  been  credibly  informed  that  said  fleet  of  boat* 
took  from  the  plantation  of  Dr.  John  Simmons  830  bales  of  cotton,  marked  "Sim- 
mon, Tatum  &  Simmons/'  and  a  part  of  which  were  also  marked  *'  L.  M. ;''  the  marK- 
ing  had  not  been  completed.  About  75  or  80  bales  had  been  marked  "J.  h."  '^"^ 
cotton  had  just  been  placed  on  the  river  bank  by  Jules  Le  More  for  shipment  toKew 
Orleans.  They  declared  that  they  know  that  said  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  had  purchased 
said  830  bales  of  cottou,  and  that  said  cotton  was  in  their  possession  and  under  their 
control  when  it  was  taken  by  the  men  from  said  fleet  and  placed  aboard  of  the  ir$0S' 
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port  They  fhrther  declared  that  Jales  Le  More  did  Dot  know  of  the  taking  of  said 
830  bales  from  Br.  Simmons's  plantation  at  the  time  he  applied  to  Captain  Foster  for 
in  acknowledgment  in  regard  to  the  323  bales  taken  at  A.  Lazaire's. 

Inlkith  whereof  the  parties  have  signed  this  on  the  day  and  date  above  written,  in 
lie  presence  of  the  subscribing  witnesses  on  the  day  above  stated. 

AUGUSTS  RAUXET. 

JOHN  PARGOUD. 
Attest  : 

0.  D.  KiLlMAN. 

M.  Fahy. 
[OAL.]  CHAS.  DELERY, 

E^earder  and  ex.  off.  Not,  Fuh, 

PeTBonally  came  and  appeared  before  me,  the  undersigned,  Justice  of  the  peace, 
dhxL  Pargoud,  Iionis  Gergoud,  and  A.  Rauxet,  who  make  oath  that  the  facts  and  al- 
lotions  above  stated  are  true  and  correct. 

AUGU8TE  RAUXET. 

JOHN  PARGOUD. 

Swom  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  13th  April,  1864. 

CHAS.  DELERY, 
J.  Peace  and  Keoorder  and  ex-officio  Notary  Fublie, 

I,  the  undersigned,  do  certify  on  honor  that  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1864,  830  bales 
r  eotton,  marked  Simmons  &  Tatum  Sl  Sinunons,  bought  by  Jules  Le  More  on  be- 
alf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  were  taken  on  my  plantation  by  a 
^edend  transport  of  the  Federal  fleet,  commanded  by  Captain  Foster,  and  refused  to 
i^e  a  receipt  for  the  same. 

J.  T.  SIMMONS. 
BoFSWELL  PuuTTATioN,  April  16, 1864. 

Monroe,  La.,  April  24, 1864. 

I  eertify  that  the  signature  of  John  T.  Simmons  to  the  within  is  genuine. 
In  testimony  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office  this  24th 
f  April,  1864. 
[BXAL.]  CHAS.  DELERY, 

Recorder  and  esc-^ffido  Notary  Publio, 

NouvxLLB-OaLiANS,  26  mai  1864. 
fosneair  U  Consul  de  FraneCj  Nouvdle-OrUane : 

"UoHSKEVR  LB  Cousul:  J'ai  I'honneur  de  vons  informer  que  les  1,153  bailee  de  coton 
6  la  maison  G.  A .  Le  More  &  Co. ,  pour  lesquelles  J'ai  entr^  un  prot6t  dans  votre  consnlat 
>nt  i  Cairo,  et  doivent  Atre  vendues  le  premier  lundi  de  Juin  dans  cette  ville,  si  les 
topri^taires  n'ont  pas  fait  valoir  leurs  droits  avant  cette  Ipoque. 

£n  cons^uence,  Je  vous  serais  tr^  oblig^,  Monsieur  le  Consul,  de  donner  connais- 
uice  de  ce  fait  ik  la  Legation  Fran^aise  ^  Washington,  avec  pri^re  qu'nne  d-marche 
>it  fsite  imm^iatement  aupr^  du  Gouvernement  F6d6ral  pour  qu'nne  d<Spdche 
^emphique  soit  envoy^e  k,  Cairo,  afin  de  suspendre  la  vente  de  ces  cotons  jusqa'^  ce 
Qe  la  reclamation  ait  ^^t^  examine  &  Washhington  et  qu'nn  ordre  de  restitution 
I'ait  €t6  envoy^  par  votre  ent remise. 

Je  me  permettrai  de  vons  dire  que  le  steamer  Morning  Star  quitte  domain  matin  la 
r«Tive]le-0t'16ans  pour  New- York  et  qu'il  est  de  la  plus  haute  importance  pour  la 
uuon  G.  A.  Le  More  d&  Co.  que  cette  communication  parte  pour  Washington  dans  le 
liubref  d^lai. 

J'ai  llionnenr  de  vous  presenter.  Monsieur  le  Consul,  mes  salutations  les  plus 

vtpectueases. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 
Agent  de  O.A,Le  More  4"  Co- 

Nouvbixe-Orl^ans,  U  30  mai  1864. 
4  Ifoiifie«r  le  Consul  de  France,  d  la  Nouvelle-Orl^ns : 

MoKsiRUR  LE  CoKSUii :  J'ai  rhonneur  do  vous  remettre  oi-inclus,  une  lettre  que 
^CflttB.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  du  H^vre,  m'out  ^rite  le  6  mai  courant,  me  remettsnt 
^plieatade  celle  qu'ilsm'ont  6crite  le  4,  m6me  mois,  qui  m'accuse  reception  de  I'avis 
^«jelear  ai  donn^  des  achats  faits  pour  leur  compte,  par  leur  agent,  M.  Jules  Le 
'^^^  ^  1,169  balles  de  coton  snr  la  riviere  Ouachita. 

C«i  deux  lettres  de  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  venant  h  Tappui  dela  confirma- 
«0]i  de  la  propri^t^  de  la  dito  maison,  Je  vieus  vous  prior,  Monsieur  le  Consul^  de 
"^^oir  Men  les  annexer  k  la  lettre  que  Je  voos  ai  ^rite  le  4  avrvl  deimex,  ^\nq^% 


I 


t 
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1  avisait  des  achate  h  ces  1,189  ballesde  cotoo, faito  par  M.  Jules  Le  More,  poar  oomp 

i  de  la  maison  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  da  Havre. 

J  *  Yeuiilez  agr(6er,  Mouaiear  le  Consal;  PassuraQce  du  respect  de  voire  tr^  homble 

>  ob^issaot  eerviteur, 

j.^  E.  N.  MONTARDIER. 


f 


Duplioata. — Par  Germania, 

I  Havre,  4  mat  1864. 

f        MoDsienr  E.  N.  Montardier. 

I'  Nouveile-OrUan$ : 

I  MONBiKUR :  Par  sa  lettre  de  Monroe  (Wachita)  en  date  da  S$8  njars  dernier,  et  do 

voas  nous  avcE  envoy 6  copie,  M.  Jules  le  More  vons  in  forme  qn'il  a  fait  poor  not 
oompte  plnsieurs  achats  de  coton  et  nons  avons  pris  note  des  suivants :     " 

L  M     323  balles  de  Thabitation  Lazare  (West  Wachita.) 
L  M     660  balles  de  Vhabitation  Simonnons  (East  Wachita.) 
L  M     206  balles  de  Thabitation  Simonnons  (East  W^acbita.) 

Ens'ble  1,189  balles  coton. 

Venillez,  Monsienr,  si  vons  ne  Pavez  d6Ja  fait,  faire  entrer  ces  cotons  an  CodsqI 
de  France  a  la  Nouvelle- Orleans,  en  retirer  an  certificat  constatant  le  titre  de  propria 
fran^ aise,  et  envoyer  eur  les  lieux  aotant  de  certificats  quMl  y  anra  de  d^pdta.  Voi 
ftarez  soin  ^galeroent  de  faire  couvrir  Vassnrance  du  feu,  et  d'oavrir  en  temps  ane  poli 
d'assarances  maritime  de  riviere  qnand  on  exp^diera. 

Conime  il  est  probable  qne  les  proohaines  lettres  de  Monsieur  Jules  Le  More  voi 
annonci-ront  de  nouveaux  achats,  vous  voudrez  bien  agir  de  nifime  que  pour  les  1,11 
balles  pr^cit^es.  ^ 

VouB  foumirez  une  traite  sur  nous  pour  le  montant  des  primes  d'assnrances,  carl 
ficats  consulaires,  etc.,  et  tout  accueil  est  &  Favance  r^erv6  ii  vos  dispositions. 

Nous  vous  pr^soutons,  Monsieur,  nos  civilit^s  empress^es. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

Je  certifie  que  le  present  duplicata  est  conforms  k  Toriginal  que  j'ai  re^a  ce  Joa 
trente  uiai  mil  huit  cent  soixante-quatre. 

E.  N.  MONTARDIER. 

(Indorsed :)  Par  Persiay  via  Liverpool  &  Queenstown.  Monsieur  E.  N.  Montaidif 
Maison  F<^lix  Rieu,  Nouvelle-Orl^ans. 

PERSIA. 

Havre,  6  mai  1{ 
Monsieur  E.  N.  Montardirr, 

Nouveile-Orleans : 

Monsieur  :  Nona  vons  confirmons  no  tre  lettre  du  4  ct.  par  Germania  et  aux 
mendations  qu'elle  contenait  nous  venonsen  ajonterune  que  nous  considdrons  a 
tr^s  importantp ;  cV^mI  qu'il  faudra  recommandor  aux  d^ldgu^s  des  habitatious  poi 
des  certilicats  cousniaires,  que  dans  lo  cas  ou  les  fdd^raux  iraient  sur  les  plant 
mdmeA  saisir  le  coton,  ils  devraient  exiger  que  cenx  qui  aaisiraient  en  donnent  n} 
an  doH  du  certificat  consula-re  prenaut  en  ni^me  temps  note  de  leurs  nonis,  qi 
etc. 

Nous  ponsons  n*avoir  plus  rieu  h  ajouter  h  toutes  nos  recommandations  et 
cas  on  noiiH  aurionsomies  quelquo  chose  nous  nous  reposons  entidremeut  sur  vol 
fairo  le  udcessaire. 

Ci-inclns  le  prix  courant  de  ce  jour  et  d'autre  part  dc  notre  lettre  par  (?< 
date  du  4  ct. 

Nous  vons  pr^seutons,  Monsieur,  nos  civility  empress^es. 

G.  A.  Le  MORE  &  C( 

T.  S, 

Legation  de  France  aux  £taf8-  Unit, — 258. 

Washington,  le  17/t4| 

Monsikur:  Je  vous  prie  de  faire  savoir  h  M.  Le  More  que  j'ai  pr^ent^  sa} 
tion  an  Gonvernement  des  fitatw-" 
apr^s  la  r^<;optiou  de  Ra 
lavente  des  cotons  <iui 
Hre  donu6  en  temps  utile. 


Kecevez,  Monsieur,  Tassurance  de  ma  consideration  distiugu6e. 
MonmeuT  Fauconnet, 


L.   DE  00 

O^rant  du  Comulat  d€  France  h\a  NoHveXle-OrUatv^. 


I 
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A  Sou  Excellence  le  MinUire  de$  Affaires  ^tranghres,  Paris : 

Monsieur  ls  Ministre;  Nons  avoDs  ea  Thoaneur  de  voiis  adresser  lea  28  mat  et  13 
j&m  derniers  divers  documents  relatifs  ^  la  saisie  de  1,153  bailee  coton  op6r^e  k  notre 
pi^jodice  en  avril  dernier  dans  la  riviere  Ouachita  (Lonisiane)  par  un  officicr  d&lik 
marine  f^^rale  des  £tat8-Uni8. 

A  oee  mSmes  dates  nons  invoqnious  votre  puiesante  intervention  afin  de  transmettre 
^la  legation  &  Washington  les  instructions  nec^ssaires  pourr6clamer  la  restitution  im- 
mMiate  de  notre  propri^t^. 

Nous  savons  de  source  certaine  que  nos  1,153  balles  coton  qui  repr^entent  au  Havre^ 
en  ee  moment,  au  del^  de  un  million  et  demi  de  francs  ^taient  encore  intactes  b,  Cairo, 
M  commencement  de  iuin,  et  nous  n'avons  pas  le  moindre  donte  qu'uue  demande  for- 
melle  de  restitution  adreas^e,  sans  retard,  par  la  Legation  de  France  au  Gouvernement 
de  Washington,  serait  accueillie  favorablement,  appuy^e  oomme  elle  I'est  des  preuvea 
irrfeasables  de  notre  titre  de  propri^t^. 

Nods  sommes  avec  respect,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  de  votre  Excellence,  les  trds  hum- 
bles et  ob^issants  serviteurs, 


[DapUcata.1 


J.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO: 
New-York,  Wjuillei  1864. 


A  Son  ExeelUnce  le  Ministre  de  France  d  Washington : 

MoKsiEUR  LE  Ministre  :  Nous  avons  I'honneur  do  vous  exposer  que  nos  amis  et 
eonespondants,  Messieurs  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Cie.  du  Havre,  nous  out  envoys  une  pro- 
eontioD  sp^ciale  en  notre  faveur  k  tin  de  r^clanier  en  leur  nom  anprt^s  du  Goi^verne- 
oent  de  Washington,  et  de  nous  fuire  remettre  1,153  balles  de  coton,  leur  propri^r.^  ; 
lesqaelles  ayant  6t4  achet^es  pour  leuf  compte  par  Monsieur  Jules  Le  More,  out  6t6 
laibiesle  10  a>'ril  dernier  par  le  Capitaine  Foster,  commandant  une  flotilie  i'^derale  sur 
UriviereOuachita>  savoir: 

1.  323  balles  de  coton  marq^s  L.  M.,  sur  habitation  Lazare,  dans  la  riviere 

West  Ouachita. 

2.  830  balliBs  de  coton,  marquees  Tutam  &  Simmons,  sur  habitation  Sim- 

mons dans  1  a  rividre  East  Ouachita. 


duemble    1,153  balles  de  coton. 

Messieurs  G.  A.  Le  More  out  adress^^,  le  28  mai,  une  demande  k  son  excellence  le 
Ifioistre  des  Affaires  Etran^^res  de  TEmpire,  en  le  suppliant  de  donner  les  instriio- 
tious  n^essaires,  pour  exiger  que  les  corons  leur  soient  restitu^s,  s'il  est  possible,  on 
^i'4  leur  d^faut  lis  soient  r^gMs  en  totality  des  sommes  qu'ils  dtaient  susceptibles  de 
prodaire. 

Aajourd*hui  nous  recevons  une  lettre  de  Monsieur  Jules  Le  More,  nons  remettant 
eopie  d^nne  declaration  qu'il  a  envoye  si  la  L^j^atiou  frangaise  par  rentreiniso  du  cou- 
•nlde  France  a  la  Nouvelle-Orl^aus.  II  nous  communique  en  memo  temps  que  le 
eoton  est  k  Cairo,  et  qu'on  lui  dit  que  le  Commodore  Porter  avait  abaudound  la  pour- 
mite  de  ces  cotons. 

Nons  avons  Thonneur  de  vous  remettre  sous  ce  pli  les  documents  suivants  que  nous 
*Ton8  re^n  de  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  et  Cie. : 

1.  Copie  d*nn  proems-verbal  en  date  du  13  avril  1864  de  la  paroisse  Ouachita. 

2.  Copie  certiti^e  de  2  lettres,  4  et  6  mai,  adress^es  par  eux  k  Monsieur  E.  N.  Montar- 
<lier  It  la  Nou  velle-  Orl<$ans. 

3.  Copie  d'une  lettre  qiiUls  out  adress^e  le  26  mai  k  Monsieur  W.  H.  Seward,  Secre- 
taire d^Etat  des  fitats-Unis. 

pau8  rint6r6t  de  n'os  amis,  Messieurs  G.  A.  Le  More,  nous  vous  prions,  Monsieur  le 
Ministre.  de  vouloir  bien  nous  informer  si  par  suite  d'instructions  revues  du  Ministero 
^«9  Aifaires  iltrang^res,  vous  avez  fait  quelque  d-marche  anpr^s  des  autorit<5s  de 
Washington  pour  r6clamer  la  restitution  de  ces  cotons,  on  k  leur  defjtut,  leur  6quiva- 
wflten  espies,  et  sMl  y  a  lieu  de  crcdre,  comme  nous  Tespdrons,  que  le  Gouvernement 
wsfoats-Unis  r<$pare  promptemeut  cet  acte  de  spoliation. 

CoDliauts  dans  votre  haute  soliicitude  pour  les  int^rets  frangais,  nous  demeurons 
*vec  respect.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  de  votre  Excellence,  les  tr^s  humbles  et  tr^s 
^^^utB  serviteurs, 

REYNES,  BEO.  &  CO. 

Legation  de  France  aux  Etats-Unis. — 3099.    Direction  politique. 

Washington,  le  lAjuillet  1864. 

Monsieur  le  Ministre  :  J'ai  Thonneur  d'accuser  reception  k  votre  Excellence  de 
*}  ^^p^he,  en  date  da  23  dn  mois  dernier,  relative   k  la  reclamation  de  la  maison  Le 
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M.  Faaconnet  m'ayait  effectivement  €crit  an  sDJet  de  cette  affaire  et  il  m'avertit,    fj& 
mfime  temps,  que  les  cotons,  transported  ^  Cairo,  n'y  avaient  pas  encore  6t6  vendoi^  <j^ 
ne  devraient  pas  Tdtre  avant  le  mifiea  de  juin.    £a  consequence,  M.  Le  More  me  fai  ^&^i 
prior  d'agir  aupr^s  da  gouvernement  f^d^ral  pour  que  la  vente  fat  saspendue  jueiqa'.^^oQ 
qu'il  eut  pn  6tre  status  sur  la  reclamation.    Je  demandai  done  k  M.  Seward  de  votaJ^oit 
bien  tei^eraphier  inimediatement  k  Cairo,  ce  (^uMl  fit;  et  j'ai  su  depuisqne  les inst^croo- 
tions  de  r Attorney-General  des  £tats-Unis  etaient  arrivees  en  temps  utile  pour  qa^^  le^ 
interesses  alent  pu  faire  valoir  leurs  droits  devant  la  coor  da  district  de  I'lUir^  «i|^ 
Votre  Excellence  verra,  par  la  note  ci-jointe  de  M*  Seward,  que  le  goavememen^  /^ 
deral  s'abstient  d'entrer  dans  Pexamen  de  Taffaire  tant  qu'elle  est  pendante  de^^tg^ 
les  tribunaux. 

Je  suis  avec  respect,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  de  votre  Excellence,  le  tr^  hnmblo  et 
tr^s  obeissant  serviteur, 

0.  DB  GEOFROr. 

P.  S. — ^Da  15  jnillet. — MM.  Reynes  fr^res  et  Cie.  de  New- York,  correspondants  de  I^ 
maison  Le  More,  vieunent  de  me  transmettre  une  procuration  speciale  qu'ils  ont  repfV-^ 
du  Havre  k  Veffet  de  redamer  du  gouvernement  federal  la  restitution  des  cotoiu  ^^'■^ 
litige.    J'ai  Thonneur  de  mettre  ici  sous  les  yeux  de  votre  Excellence  la  copie  de  it^^ 
repouse  k  cette  communication,  et  J'esp^re  qu'elle  sera  approavee  par  votre  Ezc9^' 
lence. 

0. 
A  Son  Excellence  Monsieur  Droutn  de  Lhuys, 

Minietre  des  Affaires  J^tranghres^  fo,,  ^c,  ^c,  Paris, 

M.  Le  More  qui  s'est  presente  le  5  aotlt  an  Dep.  avait  re^u  de  son  correspondant  l^i 
copie  d'ane  lettre  de  M.  de  Geofroy  contenant  les  m^mes  informatioas  que  cette  &C^ 
pdohe. 

Annexe  No.  1. — Dep.  du  14  juillet  1864.    Don.  Politique. 
M,  de  Oeofroy  d  MM,  Beynesfrhres  et  Cie, 

Washington,  U  l^juiltei  1864. 

Messieurs  :  Votre  lettre  du  11  ne  m'est  parvenue  que  ce  matin  par  suite  de  Piol 
Tuption  des  communications  entre  New- York  et  Washington  qui  aeu  lieu,  comme  vol 
le  savez,  ces  jours  passes. 

L'affaire  de  MM.  Le  More  m'a  ete  transmise  le  20  mat  dernier  parle  vice-consul  del 
M.  k  la  Non velle-Orieans.  Le  26,  une  lettre  subeequente  m'apprit  que  les  cotons  etaiei 
k  Cairo,  quails  n'y  avaient  pas  ete  encore  vendus  et  M.  Le  More  me  faisait  prior  d'ol 
tenir  un  sarsis  k  la  vente  pendant  lequel  il  anrait  le  temps  de  faire  voloir  see  droil 

'en  parlai  il 
tier  k  Cairo  pi 
vente  fntindei 
niment  snspendue,  en  sorte  que  les  interesses  ont  eu  tout  le  terns  necessaire  poor 
senter  et  soutenir  leur  reclamation  devant  la  cour  du  district  de  I'lllinois. 

Les  choses  etant  en  cet  etat,  je  n'ai  pas  k  intervenir  taut  que  MM.  Le  More  pen*^ 
obtenir  la  restitution  de  lear  propriete  par  la  voie  judiciaire ;  jnsqu'^  ce  que  le  tril 
nal  ait  prononce  le  gouv't  federal  ne  pent  dtre  utilement  entretenu  de  cette  affaii 
et  ce  n'est  qu'en  cas  d'un  deui  de  justice  que  la  legation  devrait  la  prendre  en  maia=:    * 

J'ai  rhonneur  de  vous  renvoyer,  ci-joint,  la  procuration  de  MM.  Le  More  qui  p^      ^nt 

vous  6tre  necessaire  devant  la  cour  de  I'lllinois  et  qui  an'y  a  pas  lieu,  pour  le  mom< »a< 

4.0  presenter  an  dep't  d'etat. 

Yeuillez,  du  reste,  MM.,  me  tenir  informe  des  incidents  et  de  I'issne  du  procds^    et 
recevez,  etc., 

L.  DE  GEOFROW. 

# 

Annexe  No.  2. — Dep.  du  14  juillet,  1864. — Don.  Politique. 

Mr,  Seward  &M,de  Geofroy^ 

■s 
I 

Washington,  June  14, 1864. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledj^e  the  receipt  of  your  note  of  yesterday  upon 
the  subject  of  a  claim  of  Mr.  Jules  Theodore  Arthur  Le  More  to  a  quantity  of  cation 
seized  as  enemy's  property  on  the  river  Ouachita,  in  Louisiana,  by  Captain  Fostoff 
of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  and  takeu  to  Cairo,  111.,  for  judicial  proceeding 
"with  a  view  to  its  condemnation.  It  is  not  to  be  doubted  that  the  court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  district  of  Illinois  will  have  given  due  consideration  to  any  sach  olaim 


FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  311 

# 

vhich  may  have  been  brought  to  its  attention.    With  a  view,  however,  to  prevent 
the  clainjants- from  being  sarprised,  the  Attorney-Oeneral  has  been  requested  to  give 
the  necessary  instmction  to  the  proper  judicial  officer. 
Accept,  sir,  dtc, 

SEWARD. 

Havre,  2  aroflf,  1864. 

•Messienrs  Reynes  Brothers  &.  Co.,  ^Teir  York: 

Messieurs  :  Nous  vous  confirmons  notre  demiere  du  29  ^coul^  et  recevons  h  I'instant 
^otre  estim^e  dn  19  do.  convrant  copie  de  la  r^^ponse  de  la  Legation  de  France  k  Wash- 
izk^ton  en  date  dn  15  jnillet ;  nousy  voyous  le  paragraphe  snivant  que  nous  ne  pouvons 
l»i.en  nous  expliqner : 

**  Le  26  une  lettre  subs^quente  m'apprend  que  les  cotons  ^taient  k  Cairo,  quHls  n'y 
flk>^vaient  pas  ^t^  encore  vendus  et  Monsieur  Le  More  me  faisait  prior  d'obtenir  un  sursis 
.iW  la  veute  pendant  lequel  il  aurait  le  temps  de  faire  valoir  ses  droits  devant  le  tribunal 
<5l3arg^  de  prononcer  sur  la  validity  de  la  prise  etc." 

Nous  disons  que  nous  ne  pouvons  bien  nous  expliqner  ce  paragraphe,  car  en  mAme 
^^mps  que  votre  lettre  nous  en  recevous  une  de  notre  agent,  M.  Jules  Le  More,  dat^e 
.  0.,  9  jnillet,  dans  laquelle  il  nous  dit : 

'*  Monsieur  Fauconnet  (le  g^rant  du  consulat)  a  re^n  par  le  dernier  vapeur  une  lettre 
« la  legation  qui  iui  marque  que  la  reclamation  a  it4  pr^sent^  au  cabinet  de  Wash- 
a^n  et  que  l^rdre  a  ^t^  donn6  de  n^  pas  disposer  des  cotons  quui  sont  toujours  & 
airo.    Je  compte  que  le  prochaln  vapeur  apportera  uue  nonvelle  missive  informant 
'onsieur  Fauconnet  de  ce  que  le  secretaire  ae  la  marine  aura  r^pondu  k  notre  ambas- 
'ear.     Dieu  venille  que  ce  soit  un  ordre  imm^diat  de  restitution.'' 
II  y  a  la  dedans  comme  un  malentendu  que  nous  ne  pouvons  expliqner,  et  le  plus 
nmple  est  que  M.  J.  Le  More  vienne  imiii^diatement^  New- York  s'aboncher  avec  vous. 
nis  de  Ilk  aille  li  Washington  prendre  les  conseils  bienveillants  de  la  legation  et  pousse 
^  vaqu'lk  Cairo,  s^il  le  faut. 

Mpns  vous  avonons  que  nous  n'aimerions  pas  ik  nous  presenter  devant  une  oour  locale 

^l.«  Plllinois  ik  moins  d'dtre  bien  assures  par  notre  ambassadeur  q'une  decision  defa- 

"vorable  n'invaliderait  pas  notre  reclamation  nlterieure  par  Tentremise  de  notre  gonver- 

'amement.    Nous  sommes  peut-^tre  mal-inform^s  ici,  mais  nous  ne  coniprenons  pas  qu'une 

^ytitntion  de  propriety  fran^aise  demand^e  avec  les  pr6u\ee  h  Tappni  an  cabinet  de 

'Washington  par  intermediaires  consulaire  et  ministeriel  ait  &  6tre  d^battue  devant 

vane  cour  de  justice  locale  f^d^rale.    Toutefois  si  cela  doit  dtre  alnsi,  notre  agent  aura 

^  B'en  occuper  sans  retard. 

8i  M.  Jules  Lie  More  n'est  pas  aupr^  de  vous  k  la  r6ception  de  cette  lettre,  veuillez 
Xni  en  envoyer  immediatement  copie,  en  y  joignant  copie  de  la  lettre  que  la  legation  a 
^a  la  complaisance  de  vous  6crire. 

II  ae  pourrait  que  malgr^  les  inconvenients  d'un  d^placement,  notre  sieur  chef  se 
v«Ddit  lui-mdme  aux  £tats-Uni8  par  un  des  prochains  steamers,  car  devant  une  affaire 
'^  cette  importance,  et  des  retards  toujours  inqu^itants  11  faut  savoir  sacrifier  d'autres 
ut^r«ts.' 

KoQs  V0U8  pr^sentons.  Messieurs,  nos  amicales  salutations. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

Legation  de  France,  aux  fi tats- Unis. — ^3903.    Direction  Politique. 

Washington,  le  4  avril  1864. 

Monsieur  le  Ministre  :  J'ai  refu  la  seconde  d^pAcbo  que  votre  Excellence  m'a 
^it  rbonnenr  de  m'^crire  le  13  juillet,  au  sajet  de  la  saisie  de  1,1S3  balles  de  coton  ap- 
PtrteDant  k  la  maison  Le  More. 

Ha  lettre  dn  14  juillet  aura  fait  connaltre  h  votre  Excellence  les  mesnres  oonserva- 
^ces  que  j'ai  prises  h  Tori^ine,  dansl'int^rSt  et  sur  la  damande  des  riSclamants,  ainsi 
^pe  la  position  actuelle  de  I'affaire.  La  vente  a  ^t^  suspcndue  et  une  instruction  Ju- 
<liciaire  est  commenc^e  pour  constator  que  MM.  Le  More  sont  bieu  l<$gitimes  propri^- 
^^  de  ces  cotons.  A  la  inception  de  la  d^p^he  de  votre  Excellence,  je  suis  &U6  de 
^OQTeau  entretenir  M.  Seward  de  cette  r6olamation.  II  so  d6fend  toujours  de  la 
^'rewrtir  des  voies  judiciaifes,  mais  j'ai  insist^  vivement  pour  qu'il  ne  I'y  laisse  pas 
Jrainer;  je  Iui  ai  mdme  montr^  les  deux  d^pfiches  de  votre  Excellence,  et  je  croie 
"ftvoir  coDvaiucn  de  Tint^r^t  spdcial  que  le  gouvernement  de  I'Empereur  attache  k  ce 
^I't^Ue  ait  une  prompte  solution,  et  par  consequent  de  la  ndcessit^  d*abr<5ger  les  for- 
'^'^lit^s  l^gales  qu'il  dit  indispensables. 

Je  8018  avec  respect,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  de  votre  Excellence  le  tros  humble  et 

*^«  oUisaant  serviteur, 

L.  DE  GEOFEOY. 


■  fit 
>l 
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Department  op  State, 
Waski7igton,b  Avgu8t/lBlU, 
Son  Excellence  Monsieur  Drouyn  de  Lhuys, 

Minialre  des  Affaires  Etrany^reSy  j'C, 

Sir:  With  reference  to  the  cotton  seized  on  the  Ouachita  River,  in  Louisiana^Ly 
Captain  Foster,  of  the  Navy,  and  alleged  to  have  been  for  the  account  of  and  to  hate 
belonged  to  Messrs.  Le  More,  of  Havre,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  in  otder 
to  obtain  an  understanding  of  the  merits  of  the  claim,  I  have  found  It  necessary  to 
call  for  information  concerning  the  judicial  prooee<lings,  the  substanpe  of  svideuoe 
](^roduced,  and  the  grounds  of  capture,  ail  of  which  I  have  requested  of  the  proper  \ 
departments,  and  so  soon  as  I  obtain  the  replies  I  shall  have  the  honor  of  addresung 
you  upon  the  subject. 

Accex)t,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  high  consideration. 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 

^  Consulat  de  France  a  la  Nouvelle-Orl^Sans.     . 

Nouvelle-Orli?:an8,  13  aoUt  1864. 
Monsieur  U  Charge  d^ Affaires : 

Cette  lettre  vons  sera  remise  par  M.  Jules  Le  More  qui  se  rend  a  Washington  poi 
Paffaire  de  coton  dont  j'ai  eu  Thonneur  de  vous  entrbtenir  et  de  vous  transmettre  U 
pi^es. 

M.  Le  More  esp^re,  par  sa  presence  et  ses  explications,  hdter  peut-dtre  la  solution 
cette  aiiaire,  et  je  vons  serai  infiniment  reconnaissant  de  Vaide  et  de  I'appui  que  voi 
Toudrez  bien  lui  prSt«r  en  cette  circonstance. 

Veuillez  agr^er,  Monsieur  le  charg^  d'affaires,  les  assurances  de  mon  respect  et  deuC=^ 
haute  consid^Sration. 

Le  g^rant  du  Con  splat : 

FAUCONNET. 

New- York,  le  19  aoiit  1864. 

Monsieur  :  Nous  avons  eu  Thonneur  de  vous  ^crire  le  15  pour  vous  informer  de 
vente  des  1,153  balles  de  coton  appartenant  k  la  maison  G.  A.  Le  More  <&  Cie.  du  Havi 
Depuis  nous  avons  re9U  une  lettre  de  ces  Messieurs,  dat^e  Havre,  le  2  ao<lt,  dont  no~  • 
prenons  la  libert.^  de  vous  remettre  copie  ci-jointe. 

II  paralt  que  Messieurs  G.  A.  Le  More  n'out  pas  bien  compris  la  n^cessit*^  de  co:^ 
paraltre  devant  uno  cour  f^d^rale,  et  qu*avant  de  s'y  presenter  ils  aimeraient  ^  ei 
assures  par  la  l^^gation  qu'une  decision  d^favorablen'invaliderait  pas  leur  r6clamati 
ult^rieure  par  Fentremise  du  Gouverneraent  Imperial. 

Nous  aurious  beau  coup  de  pLiisir  ^  ponvoir  leur  transmettre  cette  assurance  sur 
mot  de  votre  part.     Leur  anxi^t6  est  fort  naturelle,  quaud  il  s'agit  d^nt^rets  ar 
importants.    Du  resto,  comme  ils  IMndiquent  dans  leur  lettre,  il  est  tres  probable 
le  chef  de  la  maison,  M.  Gustavo  Le  More,  vienne  par  un  des  prochains  steai 
d'Enrope,  et  dans  ce  cas  il  aura  I'opportunite  de  prendre  lui-m^me  vos  avis  bienv 
lant«. 

Agreez,  Monsieur,  Tassurance  de  la  consideration  la  plus  distingn^e  de  vos    "^r^s 
humbles  et  tr^s  ob^issants  serviteurs, 

REYNES  BROS.  &  CO. 

Monsieur  L.  dk  Geofroy, 

Charge  cf  Affaires  de  France  d  JVashington, 

Annexe  No.  3. — D6p,  du  26  avril. — Don.  politique. 

M,  Seward  a  AT,  de  Geofroy. 

Department  of  State, 

IFashingiotiy  19  Auguttj  1864. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  recur  to  your  note  of  the  13th  of  June  last,  which  rel»t«» 
to  the  cotton  claimed  by  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

The  inquiries  which  I  have  ruade  on  that  subject  have  resulted  in  ascertaiuinff  the 
facts  that  the  cotton  found  by  the  naval  officers  on  the  Ouachita  River  was  taken  by 
them  with  a  view  to  saving  it.  from  destruction,  for  the  benefit  of  lawful  owners  vfnen 
there  were  such,  and  for  the  Government  when  there  were  not  such  ownert^  W 
cotton  was  conveyed  to  Cairo  and  place<l  in  the  custody  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  . 
United  States  for'the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  and  in  the  keeping  of  the  uiarehai 
at  CairOf  where  it  yet  remains.  All  persons  who  have  shown  to  tiie  marshal  juss 
clBune  have  received  their  cotton.    WhentVift  cUvms  shown  appeared  to  be  iasufficienv 
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the  cases  have  been  referred  to  the  court  for  its  decision,  the  cotton  in  the  meautime^ 
nmsauing  iii  the  possesBlon  of  the  marshal,  who  is  a.n  officer  of  this  Governmeut. 

I  learn  from  the  district  attorney  that  the  cotton  which  yon  mention^  is  claimed  by 

Jfemn.  Le  More  &  Co.  is  now  in  the  custody  of  the  court,  and  only  waiting  for  the- 

legaX  owners  to  establish  their  claim  to  it,  which  in  the  first!  instance  may  be  sub- 

mitted  to  the  marshal  at  Cairo,  and  if  the  claims  should  be  disallowed  by  him,  theu 

to  be  submitted  to  the  United  States  court.    I  have  given  notice  of  Messrs.  Le  More 

A-  Co.'s  claim  to  the  marshal.     But  I  think  it  proper  that  you  should  again  advise- 

them  to  present  their  claim  to  the  court  iu  the  legal  and  customary  way,  and  to  lose 

no  time' in  doing  so.  * 

The  President  has  no  lawful  authority  in  this  case  to  withdraw  the  question  of  title 
from  the  judicial  authority  which  I  have  named,  nor  is  he  able  to  perceive  how  any 
£itecutive  Department  of  the  Government,  if  it  had  any  authority  to  do  so,  could  hop© 
%€>  arrive  at  a  decision  upon  a  conflicting  claim  more  correctly,  or  even  more  promptly^ 
Clmao  the  court  to  whom  the  law  refers  the  question. 

Certainly  the  Department  over  which  I  preside  could  not  adjudicate  upon  ex  parte 
testimony,  and  it  has  no  authority  to  try  the  case  judicially.  Having  now  renewed 
't.t&e  suggestion  that  the  Messrs.  I^  More  &.  Co.  take  the  customary  measures  to  sub- 
lit  their  claim  to  the  marshal  and  to  the  United  States  court  at  Cairo,  it  remains  for 
Le  to  observe  that  this  Governmeut  cannot  acknowledge  any  liability  in  the  case  ir 
More  &  Co.  decliue  or  omit  to  assert  their  title  before  the  legal  tribunal  whose 
botburity  is  reco^jnized  not  only  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  but  by  the  law  of 
latious. 

I  give  you  herewith  a  copy  of  two  letters  of  Rear-Admiral  Porter,  whicli  relate  to 
"fclie  cotton  captured  in  the  expedition  iu  the  Red  River  and  its  tributaries,  amoug^ 
"•rhicb  cotton  I  suppose  that  which  is  claimed  by  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co.  is  included* 
Accept,  sir,  &c. 

SEWARD, 


.  Annexe  No.  4. — D^p.  dn  26  aoiit. — Don.  politique. 
if.  de  Geofroy  d  MM,  Reynts. 

Washington,  24  ao&t  1864. 

Messieurs  :  J'ai  trouv6  lei,  an  retour  d'une  petite  absence  q^ne  je  viens  de  faire.  vo» 
deux  lettres  du  15  et  du  19. 

J'ai  imuiMiatemeut  fait  part  au  secretaire  d'fitat  de  la  nouvelle  que  vous  me  don- 
nez  de  la  veute  dea  cotons  appartenant  h  MM.  Le  More.  M.  Seward  m'a  r6pondu  que^ 
"vousdeviez  avoir  €t6  raal  inform^s,  que  ces  cotons  ^taient  encore  a  Cairo  et  que,  da 
Jwte,  il  veuait  justemeut  de  faire  preparer  une  lettre  au  sujet  do  cette  affaire  quMl  se 
proposait  de  m'envoyer  le  jour  m^me,  et  dans  laquelle  il  entrait  dans  des  explicationa 
qui,  I'esp^rait-il,  devraient  me  satisfaire  ainsi  que  les  intt^ress^s. 

J'ai,  en  effet,  re^u  cette  note  et  j'ai  Thonneur  de  vous  en  envoyer  oopie. 

Vous  y  veTez  I'assurance,  une  secoude  fois  r^pdtde,  que  les  cotons  sont  toujour^ 
^^pos6s  k  Cairo  et  y  attendent  d'etre  r<5clames  par  leurs  propridtaires ;  qu'une  premiere 
^emaude  doit  ^tre  adress^e  pour  cela  au  marshal  i\  Cairo  et  que  dans  le  cas  ou  ce 
loactionuatre  la  repousserait,  elle  doit  6tre  portde  devant  la  cour  des  fitats-Unis.    Le 
Wci^taire  d'fitat  explique  ensuite  d'une  fa^on,  i\  mouavis,  concluaute,  que  c'est,  pour 
w  moment,  la  seule  voie  r^gulifere  et  sftre  pour  MM.  Le  More  de  reutrer  dans  leur  pro- 

Il  semble  r<?sulter  de  cette  note  que  MM.  Le  More  ou  leurs  fondds  de  pouvoirs  n'ont 
•licore  commence  aucuue  d-marche  ^  cet  effet  a  Cairo.  Ceci  a  lieu  de  me  surpreudre^ 
^  la  lettre  que  je  vous  ai  ^crite  le  15  juillet  dernier,  et  dont  vous  lenr  avez  donn6 
•jpmumnication,  ne  devait  leur  laisser  aucun  donte  sur  la  marohe  qu'ils  avaient  jisuivrc 
J^crois  done  devoir  vous  inviter.  Messieurs,  puisque  vous  avez  en  main  une  i>rocnra- 
tion  d'eux  a  cet  effet,  h  ne  pas  perdre  un  instant  pour  agir  i\  Cairo  en  leur  nom  et  dan» 
^  forme  indiqu6e  par  M.  Seward. 

Jenem*expliquepas  la  r<^pnguauce,  moutr^e  par  MM.  Le  More,  ^  comparaltre  devant 
'Uie  cour  f(6d6rale.  Si  cett^j  repugnance,  comme  vous  le  dites,  provieiit  de  la  crainto 
^^nt  decision  d^favorable  de'  la  cour  n'invalide  leurs  droits  b,  uno  rdciaination  ultd- 
"^nre  par  Pentremise  de  la  legation,  ils  peuvent  se  rasurer."  La  ItSgation,  en  con- 
Jillant  k  MM.  Le  More  de  tocher  de  recouvrer  leur  propriety  par  les  voies  ordinaire* 
J*  la  justice,  n'abdique  point  son  droit  de  representer  leur  atfaire  au  gouvernement 
^*d6ral  en  cas  de  d^ni  de  justice  prouv^ . 
fiecevez,  etc., 

L.  DE  GEOFROY. 


\ 
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Don.  Politique. — Reclamation  Le  More. 

Washikoton,  le  26  oM  1864. 

M.  le  Ministrr:  J'ai  Fhonnear  d'eavoyer  k  Yotre  Excellence  di verses  pieces  rela- 
tives h  i'alfaire  Le  More. 

La  lere  est  nne  lettre  par  laqnelle  MM.  Reynes  fr^res  et  Cie.  de  New  York,  corre- 
^pondents  de  MM.  Le  More,  m'ont  fait  savoir  denii^rement  que,  contrairement  2k  Vas- 
fiuranco  que  m'ou  avait  donn^e  le  secretaire  d^£tat,  les  cotons  d^pos^s  li  Cairo  y  au- 
raient  4t6  vendus  le  22  juin  avec  d'autres  lots. 

Fort  surpris  de  cette  nouvelle,  j'en  allais  parler  2t  M.  Seward,  qui  en  parnt  fort 
etonn^,  et  me  dit  qu'il  y  avait  1^  sans  doute  uue  errenr,  que  MM.  Reynes  devaient 
^tre  mal-informesj.  qn'il  prendrait  h  ce  sujet  des  renseignements,  et  que  du  reBte,80i 
Tensemble  de  raffaire,j^alIaiB  recevoir  une  r^ponse,  qu'il  avait  fait  preparer,  2k  met 
coQimiinications  ant^rieures,  et  oh  11  entrait  dans  des  explications  que  je  tronverais 
probablemont  satisfaisantes. 

Le  lendemain,  en  effet,  je  recevais  la  note  ci-Jointe  (Ann.  No.  3),  dont  je  me  suisem- 
presse  de  transmettre  copie  ^  MM.  Reynes,  avec  une  lettre  que  je  sonmets  k  votre  Ex- 
oellence  (Ann.  No.  4). 

M.  Seward  r^p^te  une  seconde  fois  ce  quMI  m'a  dit,  2k  savoir :  Que  les  cotons  son^ 
toujuiirs  2k  Cairo,  oil  ils  attendent  que  leurs  proprietaires  les  allien t  rdolamer.  U  icr: 
diqiie  quo  c'est  au  marshal  qu'on  doit  d'abord  s'adresser,  et  subs^quemment  2k  la  coic 
<te  nihnois,  dans  le  cas  oil  la  reclamation  ne  serait  pas  adraise  par  lui. 

Je  ne  vols  peks  trop  ce  que  MM.  Le  More  pourraiont  objecter  h  ce  mode  de  proc^des^. 
j^avoue  mdme  qu'ils  avaient  depnis  longtemps  pris  les  mesnres  indiqu^es  par  9 
toward,  et  que  leur  affaire  avait  4t6  d6jh  port^e  aevant  la  cour  d'lllinois. 
,  II  result«rait,  an  contraire,  delanotedu  Secretaire d'Etat,  que  ces  MM.,  apr^s  m'av^ 
«Dvoye  leur  affaire  par  Tentremise  de  de  M.  Fauconnet,  et  apr^s  en  avoir  entrete  ^ 
votre  Excellence,  out  jnge  qu'ils  n'avaient  plus  2k  agir  personnellement. 

M.  Jules  Le  More,  de  la  Nouvelle-Orieans,  m'avait  d'abord  fait  annoncer  savenu 
Nord.    II  n*a  pas  parn,  au  moins  je  n'en  ai  pas  eu  de  nouvelles. 

M.  Jules  Le  More,  je  dois  le  dire,  aussitdt  les  cotons  saisis  sar  la  riviere  Onaohi^B 

-adressa  une  premiere  reclamation  au  Commodore  Porter  qui,  pour  des  raisons  bon~ 

on  mnu raises,  la  repoussa,  et  le  renvoya  2k  Cairo.    D  est  evident  que  si  sur  la 
vue  des  marques  apposees  sur  lesballes  de  coton,  cet  officier,  qui  en  a  rendu,  dit-ii 
<l'autres  redaraants  qui  se  trouvaient  dans  le  mdme  cas,  a  refuse  cette  fois  de  se 
saisir  de  celles  de  M.  Le  More,  c'est  qu'il  avait,  sur  la  provenance,  des  doutes  qai 
ponvaient  ^tre  edaircia  que  par  une  instruction  judiciaire;  de  ]4  Venvoi  au  Ci^- 
'del^  aussi  I'obligation  pour  I'interesse  d'y  aller  poursnivre  sa  reclamation,  et  fain 
former  la  fin  de  non-recevoir,  evidemmeut  toute  provisoire,  de  I'officier  commanc 
les  forces  navales. 

Je  prie  votre  Excellence  de  vouloir  bien  remarquer  qae  je  ne  prejnge  ici  en  aucs  a 
fa^on  la  question  de  legitime  propriete.  II  me  semble  seulement  que  d^s  riustaih.^  i 
11  y  a  doute,  il  est  assez  naturel  que  le  gouvemement  americain  tienne  k  fairs  m 
enqn^te.     MM.  Le  More  n'ont,  je  ptmse,  rien  2k  apprehender. 

D'aillenrs,  le  gouvemement  des  Etats-Unis  sait  tr^s  bien  qu'en  cas  de  deni  de  jns'CiiM 
je  me  tiens  pret  k  reprendre  Paffaire.  Mais  11  est  important  que  MM.  Le  More,  ei 
negligeant  ou  refnsant  de  prodnire  leurs  titres,  ne  se  metteut  pas  dans  le  cas  do  voii 
le  gouvemement  dediner  k  son  tour  toute  responsabilite,  ainsi  que  M.  Seward,  ea  pre- 
vision de  ce  cas,  a  soin  de  le  marqner  expressement  Ik  la  fin  de  sa  uot'C.  Aussi  votre 
Excellence  jugera-t-elle  sans  doute  utile  de  donner  communication  de  cette  lettre  i  la 
maison  du  Havre,  ainsi  que  je  Vai  fait  moi-mdme  pour  ses  corresi)ondants  de  New- 
York. 

Je  suis,  etc., 

New- York,  30  ootf M864. 
Monsieur  L.  de  Geofroy, 

Charge  iV Affaires  de  France,  Washington : 

Monsieur:  Mon  fr^re  et  moi  avons  quitte  bier  Wasbington,  et  partons anjonrdM 
pour  Cairo  directement. 

Nous  vous  serious  trfes  reconnaissants  de  vouloir  bien  nous  envoyer  sous  convert 
Messieurs  Reynes,  Bros.  &,  Co.,  k  New  York,  copie  des  deux  lettres  de  I'Amiral  Port- 
presumant  qu'il  peut  Stre  utile  de  porter  ces  documents  k  la  connaissance  de  la 
5e  I'lllinois,  si  nous  avons  k  nous  presenter  devant  elle. 

Aussitdt  notre  arrivee  k  Cairo,  nous  noas  empresserons  de  vous  commnniqaer 
dep6cbe  et  par  lettre  le  resultat  de  nos  demarches. 

J'ai  Fhonneur  d'etre,  Monsieur  le  Charge  d' Affaires,  votre  trfes  respectneux 
teur,  ^^ 

JULES  Lk  MOB^  - 
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Springfield,  III.,  5  Bepiembre  1864. 

Monsiear  L.  de  Geofrot, 

Charg4  tT Affaires  de  France,  Washington : 

Monsieur:  Afin  de  noas  confornier  aux  iDdications  donn^es  par  Monsiear  Seward, 

dans  la  lettre  qn'il  voas  adressait  le  19  aodt  dernier  et  que  vous  avez  ea  la  bont^  de 

noQS  comninniqner,  DOns  nous  sommes  rendus  h  Cairo,  mon  fr^re  et  moi,  ponr  r6clamer 

aa  marshal  des  Etats-Unis  (Monsieur  D.  L.  Phillips)  les  1,153  bl.  coton  de  G.  A.  Le 

More  &  Co.    Ce  fonctionnaire  ne  se  trouvant  pas  h  Cairo  et  r^sidant  h  Springfield^ 

nous  nous  sommes  rendus  aupr^s  de  lui  et  lui  avons  fait  la  demande  des  dit-s  cotons. 

XI  DODs  a  r^pondn  lee  avoir  yei^dus,  ainsi  que  tous  les  antres  cotons  qui  se  trouvaient 

ik  Cairo  le  22  jnin  dernier,  snr  iln  ordre  de  conr,  et  que  le  produit  en  avait  6t6  d^po86 

<iaii8  une  banque  de  Springfield. 

KoQB  Yous  eu  avons  donn6  avis  ce  matin  par  une  d^pdche  61ectrique,  dont  copie  ci- 
jointe,  afin  de  vous  en  informer  dans  le  plus  bref  d^lai.  Cette  veute,  op^r6e  malgr^ 
zios  d-marches  pour  Femp^her,  nous  met  dans  IMmpossibilit^  d'ideutifier  la  marchan-. 
«lise,  et  s'il  faut  proc6der  judiciariement  par  devant  la  conr  de  nilinois,  pour  en  obtenir 
l.«  produit,  Tavocat  que  nous  venons  de  consultero  afflrme  qn'il  s'^coulera  de  4  k  8mois 
.^vant  d'arriver  k  une  solution. 

Nous  n'en  avons  pas  moins  fait  ce  matin  le  nec^ssaire  en  cour  pour  entrer  la  r^cla- 

znatioD,  mais  ponr  se  soumettre  k  de  pareils  d^lais  il  faudrait  pouvoir  sojourner  ici 

^in  temps  ind^termin^,  ce  qui  dans  notre  condition  est  mat^riellement  impossible;  en 

ontre,  dans  une  procedure  comme  celle  dont  nous  sommes  menac^s^  il  fauts^attendre  k 

-^ts  contestations  et  k  des  complieations  qui  peuvent  reculer  k  I'lnfini  la  decision  de 

lacoar  et  occasionner  ainsi  un  prejudice  irr^m^iable  k  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

£q  consequence,  nous  vous  snpplions,  Monsieur  le  charg^  d'affaires,  de  vouloir  bien 

'  Bous  assister  de  votre  bienveillance,  et  s'il  n'y  a  pas  moyen  d'obtenir  k  Washington 

-^e  r^glement  des  cotons  vendus,  de  vouloir  bien  nous  ^clairer  de  vos  bons  conseils, 

car  nous  ne  voyons  r^llement  pas  comment  arriver  ici  k  une  solution  prompte  et 

aatisifaisante. 

Pleins  de  reconnaissance  ponr  I'acueil  bienveillant  que  vous  avez  bien  vonlu  nons 
^re,  nous  osons  esp^rer  que  vous  voudrez  bien  nous  nonorer  de  quelques  lignes  de 
Sponge,  que  nous  vous  serous  fort  obliges  de  nous  adresser  sous  covert  de  Messrs. 
^ynes,  Bros.  &  Co.  kVew  York. 

Je  gnis  aveo  le  plus  profond  respect.  Monsieur  le  Charge  d' Affaires,  votre  tr^s  ob^is- 
•*nt  serviteur, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

L.  de  Geofroy,  esq., 

French  Minister,  WashtTigton,  D.  C. : 

Marshal  Phillips  not  in  Cairo.  We  came  to  meet  him  here.  He  says  he  sold  by 
^l^er  of  court  in  Cairo  on  the  22d  June  last  all  cottons  seized  by  Navy  in  Ouachita 
•^iver,  ours  included. 

LE  MORE. 

{William  M.  Springer,  attorney  and  counselor-at-law,  office  over  Bunn's  bank.] 

Springfield,  III.,  September  7, 1864. 


'.  Jules  Lb  More, 

Agent  of  G,  A,  Le  Afore  4"  Co, : 

^Xkar  Sir  :  Among  the  papers  you  sent  us,  pertaining  to  your  case,  we  find  a  copy 

'^  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Secretary  Seward,  dated  **  Departrpent  of  State,  Washing- 

^n,  19  Auj^ust,  1864,"  and  addressed  to  the  French  minister  at  Washington  in  rela- 

**ion  to  your  cotton.    Mr.  Seward's  letter  shows  that  evidently  he  misapprehends  the 

^^ndition  of  youT^case  and  of  the  cotton  seized  by  United  States  naval  authorities  on 

^-^^achita  River,  in  Louisiana. 

The  cotton  was  seized  as  a  naval  prize,  and  was  shipped  b^  the  Navy  to  the  nearest 

^^rt  in  a  loyal  State,  viz,  Cairo,  for  adjudication  in  the  prize  court,  upon  the  infor- 

^^ation  of  Admiral  Porter  that  he  had  captured  the  same  on  the  Red  and  Ouachita 

divers  as  property  of  rebels  and  belonging  to  the  Confederate  Government.    The 

^^tton  was  reported  to  Judge  S.  H.  Treat,  of  the  United  States  district  (not  circuit) 

^oort  for  soutnem  Illinois,  sitting  in  admiralty,  and  holding  its  sessions  in  Spring- 

^*W,  m.  (not  Cairo).    An  attachment  issued  out  of  court,  by  virtue  of  whicn  the 

United  States  marshal  seized  and  held  the  cotton,  subject  to  the  order  of  the  admi> 

'^ty  court.    The  marshal  had  no  right  whatever  to  hear  the  claim  of  any  one,  or  to 

^ve  up  to  any  claimant  a  bail  of  the  cotton.     He  is  merely  the  officer  ot  the  court, 

^^d  acts  under  its  directions. 

faring  the  pendency  of  the  cases  in  court  a  writ  of   sale  was  issued,  on  the 
^'^unds  that  the  property  was  perishable,  and  hence  the  cotton  belonging  to  you  was. 
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*  I 

in  pursuance  of  sncb  writ,  sold  by  the  marshal — a  part  of  it  on  the  8th  of  June  i 

a  part  on  the  22d  of  June  last.    The  proceeds'have  been  deposited  in  thesab-treas 

at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to  the  order  of  the  court. 

The  statement  of  Secretary  Seward  that  the  cotton  was  taken  to  save  it  from 
atruction  and  for  the  benefit  of  lawful  owners,  where  there  were  such,  is  hard]j 
keeping  with  the  conrse  pnrsued  by  the  Navy  in  the  premises.  No  respect  was  p 
to  tne  rights  and  wishes  of  law  Ail  owners.  The  cotton  when  seized  was  freqaeni 
we  have  been  credibly  informed,' marked  by  United  States  naval  authorities  with ' 
letters  *'  C.  S.  A.,"  so  as  to  raise  the  presumption  that  it  belonged  to  the  Confeder 
Government.  The  Navy  is  now  represented  in  this^cQurt  by  an  attorney,  in  addit 
to  the  United  States  district  attorney,  endeavoring  to  have  the  cotton  condemned 
lawful  prize  of  war,  for  if  this  is  done  one-half  of  the  proceeds  goes  to  the  captc 
and  the  other  half  to  the  United  States.  The  Navy's  attorney  has  stated  bis  inti 
tion  to  appeal  these  cases  to  the  Supreme  Court  in  case  they  are  decided  in  favor 
claimants.  Hence  you  cannot  expect  an  immediate  determination  of  the  matter, 
may,  and  doubtless  will  be,  many  months  before  we  can  hope  to  have  the  cases  hes 
and  disposed  of  in  the  courts.  And  what  may  increase  the  delay  to  an  unreasona 
extent  is  the  further  fact  that  to  a  part  of  the  same  cotton  claimed  by  you  other  p 
ties  are  endeavoring  to  set  up  a  claim  based  upon,  as  we  are  informed,  pretend 
purchases  from  subordinate  agents  of  the  Confederate  Grovernment. 

We  bend  you  herewith  a  list  of  cotton  captured  on  Ouachita  Kiver,  and  other  pa^i 
pertaining  to  your  case,  which  will  more  fully  explain  the  condition  of  matters  h* 

You  may  be  assured  that  we  will  use  our  best  endeavors  in  our  professional  c& 
city  to  secure  your  rights  and  establish  your  claim  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court 
We  are,  very  respectfullly,  your  obedient  servants, 

WM.  M.  SPRINGEK 
S.  T.  LOGAN. 

Department  of  State, 
Washingtonj  September  17,  1864. 

.  Sir  :  Referring  to  your  communication  of  the  13th  of  June  last,  and^o  my  reply 
the  14th,  in  regard  to  the  cotton  claimed  by  the  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co.,  I  haveti 
honor  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  inclosed  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo  fro 
the  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  on  the  sabjcc 
Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  high  consideration. 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 

Mr.  L.  DE  Geofroy. 

[Office  of  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois.] 

Sprixgfield,  August  20, 1864* 
Hon.  William  H.  Seward, 

Secretary  of  State,  Washington,  D.  C, : 

Sir  ;  I  wrote  you  on  yesterday  in  relation  to  the  claim  of  Mr.  Le  More  to  wrtAii 
cotton  seized  by  the  gunboats,  the  proceetls  of  which  is  now  pending  for  adjudicatioi 
in  the  district  court  of  this  district.  Do  the  claimants  know  that  the  cotton  hasln?*^ 
sold  f  The  court  meets  next  Monday.  I  will  try  and  continue  all  of  the  cases  so  thai 
Mr.  Le  More  may  have  his  "  day  in  court,"  or  his  claim  is  disposed  of  in  some  othei 
way.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  iiaines  on  yesterday  to  call  and  see  you,  he  being  my  aasistanl 
in  all  the  causes.  In  order  to  sa^ve  every  contingent  trouble  would  it  not  be  well  fo' 
Mr.  Le  More  to  have  himself  represented  in  our  court  f  I  will  send  record  as  sooo  *i 
possible. 

Very  respectfully, 

L.  WELDON, 
United  States  Attm^- 

Department  of  State, 

}Fashingion,  September  29,  l^- 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  for  your  information  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  »4t 
instant  addressed  to  this  Department  by  L.  Weldou,  esq.,  Uuite<l  States  attorney^" 
the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  relative  to  the  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  ^  . 
Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  high  consideration.  ^. „n 

^  '      '  WILLIAM  H.  SEWABI5- 

Mr.  L.  DE  Geofroy,  &c. 
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[Office  of  the  United  States  ftttomej  for  the  soathem  dietriot  of  Illlnola.] 

Springfield,  September  24,  1664. 
Hon.  WnxiAM  H.  Srward, 

Secretary  of  State,  Washington,  D.  C: 

Sib:  Mr.  Le  More  bas  entered  appearance  in  tbe  district  conrt  of  tbis  district  and 
Uoow  in  a  position  to  have  his  legal  rights  properly  adjudicated  according  to  law. 
The  cotton  which  he  claims  has  been  sold  under  an  order  of  court,  and,  as  I  under- 
8Uad,  brought  a  fair  price.  'The  clerks  of  the  court  will  send  in  a  few  days  a  certified 
«opy  of  the  order  of  sale.  I  make  this  statement  that  ypu  may  satisfy  tbe  French 
wthorities  that  Mr.  Le  More's  rights  will  be  determined  in  a  proper  manner. 
Very  respectfully 

L.  WELDON, 
United  States  J  itomep. 

Department  of  Stath, 
Waehingtanf  September  29,  1864. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  communicate  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  the  24th  instant  from 
C«orge  P.  Bo  wen,  esq.,  clerk  of  the  United  States  conrt  of  the  southern  district  of 
niinois,  which  is  accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  sale  of  a  quantity  of  cotton  of  which 
Heasrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  are  the  intervening  claimants  for  part  of  said  cotton 
or  the  proceeds  thereof.  , 

Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  high  consideration. 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 

Mr.  L.  DR  Geofboy. 

[Office  of  clerk,  district  court  ITiiited  States,  southern  district  of  Illinois.] 

Springfield,  September  24, 1864. 
Hon.  Wm.  H.  Seward, 

Secretary  of  State,  Washington,  D.  C. : 

l^AR  Sir  :' At  the  request  of  L.  Weldon,  esq.,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States 
forthesoQthern  district  of  Illinois,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  to  you  the  inclosed 
««rtiticate. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  ClerJc. 


In  prize.— G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  interrening  claimants  for  part  of  said  cotton,  or  th» 

proceeds  thereof. 

The  United  States  "I 

^^  BALES   OF   COTTON,   AC,  788  BALES   52  SACKS  } 

« >ttoQ,  409  bales  139  sacks  cotton,  and  1,000  bales 
01  cotton.  I 

"The  United  States  of  America, 

Southern  district  of  Illinois j  ss : 

!•  George  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  said  south- 
•fn  district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  cotton  mentioned  in  the  above-en- 
titled action  has  been  sold  under  and  by  virtue  of  writs  of  venditioni  expwias,  iHsued 
'^poti  orders  made  by  said  court,  and  that  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  are  intervening  claim- 
*»t8  therein  for  part  of  said  cotton  or  the  proceeds  thereof,  as  now  appears  by  tiles 
*Dd  records  of  said  court. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  hav«  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  court 
*'  Springfield,  this  24tb  day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord,  1864,  and  of  the 
^Ji^iependence  of  the  United  States  the  89th. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerh. 

^-  New- York,  30  septembre  1864. 

^lonsieitr  L.  de  Geofroy, 

Mi1^stre  de  France^  New-TorJc : 

Monsieur  le  Ministre  :  J^ai  Thonneur  de  rousremettre,  inclus,  une  note  en  anglais, 
J^Hs  forme  de  lettre  accompagn^e  d*un  docnment,  ayant  trait  &  uotre  demande  de  ce 
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Nous  serons  meroredi  matin  &  WasbiDgton  et  aoroiis  rhonnenr  de  toils  remettx 
tains  docaments  conceniant  notre  reclamation. 
Je  suifl  ayec  respect.  Monsieur  le  Ministre.  Totre  tr^  humble  et  ob^issant  serv 

GUSTAVE  Le  MO] 

Nbw  York,  S^tember  30, 1{ 
Lu  DE  Geofboy,  Esq., 

Minister  of  France : 

Sm:  In  accordance  with  Mr.  Seward's  advice  by  bis  letter  19tb  ultimo,  addi 
to  yoUy  we  went  to  Cairo  to  claim  our  1,153  bales  of  cotton. 

Cotton  being  sold,  as  it  is  sbown  by  the  annexed  voucher,  we  came  to  Spring 
111.,  to  claim  toe  proceeds  of  the  same. 

The  United  States  district  court  opened  on  the  5th  and  Closed  on  the  8th  Septe: 
without  hearing  such  cases. 

The  court  is  to  be  open  again  on  Monday  next^  and  we  should  feel  much  oblig 
you  to  beg  of  Mr.  Seward  to  instruct  the  district  attorney,  Lawrence  Weldon 
Hon.  Judge  S.  H.  Treat,  to  give  a  hearing  to  this  affair  in  the  present  October  sei 
and  to  render  an  early  decision.  Our  case  is  divided  into  two  suits — one  for  323 
of  cotton  and  the  other  for  830  bales,  according  to  the  two  plantations  out  of  ^ 
cottons  were  taken. 

After  what  has  been  reported  in  Springfield,  that  most  of  the  cotton  claims  wot 
postponed  to  January  next,  we  ask  most  earnestly  that  the  case  of  3^  bales  be  c 
and  decided  at  once. 

Begging  of  you  to  consider  the  insufferable  situation  these  delays  and  trav 
place  us  in,  we  rely  upon  your  protection  to  secure  the  said  partial  hearing  oj 
protracted  «laim. 

We  remain,  sir,  respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servants, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO., 
of  Havre f  Fra% 

United  States        ) 

V,  VSold  June  8,  1864,  for  |272,437.39. 

650  bales  of  cotton.  ) 

United  States        > 

V.  SSold  June  8,  1864,  for  $176,958.36. 

409  BALES  OF  cotton.    ) 

United  States       1 

788  bales  of  cotton  S  Sold  Junes,  1864,  for  |321,8M.19. 
and  52  sacks  of  cot- 
ton, j 

United  States        ) 

V.  \  Sold  June  22,  1864,  for  JM47,004.96. 

1,000  BALES  OF  COTTON.  ) 


United  States  of  America, 

Souihem  district  of  Illinois,  ss : 

I,  David  L.  Phillips,  United  States  marshal  for  said  southern  district  of  lUinoii 
hereby  certify  that  the  above  is  a  correct  abstract  of  sales  of  cotton  made  by  m 
Cairo  at  times  therein  specified  in  pursuance  of  writs  of  sale  issued  out  of  the  Un 
[States]  district  court  for  said  southern  district  of  Illinois  aforesaid,  sitting  in  M 
ralty,  as  they  appear  on  my  docket  in  my  office  in  Springfield  in  said  district. 
^   Witness  my  hand  and  seal  this  9th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1864. 

[SEAL. ].  D..  L.  PHILLIPS. 

UwUed  States  Mank 

r5-cent  stamp.] 

The  United  States  of  America, 

Southern  district  of  Illinois ^  ss : 

[5-cent  stsD 

I,  George  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  said  sot 
em  district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  David  L.  Phillips,  whose  signatm 
subscribed  to  the  foregoing  certificate,  is  and  was  at  the  time  of  such  subscrip' 
United  States  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois;  that  the  cotton  referre> 
by  said  marshal  as  sold  is  the  same  cotton  for  the  proceeds  of  part  of  sach  sale  G 
lie  More  &,  Co.  are  intervening  claimants  in  a  cause  now  pending  in  this  court,  wbe: 
the  United  States  are  libellauts  v.  650  bales  of  cotton,  &c.,  788  bales  and  52  sack 
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eottoOy  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  and  1^000  bales  of  cotton  is  defendant,  which 
aid  cotton  vras  reported  by  the  Navy  as  having  been  captured  on  the  Onachita 
Ri?er. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  court 
at  SpriDj^eld  this  ninth  day  of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight 
kaodred  and  sixty-four,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  tbe  eighty-ninth. 

[MtAL.]  GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,     z:: 

Clerk. 
Monsieur  L.  de  Geofrot, 

MimUtre  Ckargi  ^AjjfaireB  de  Franee,  Wa8hingi<m : 

Monsieur  ix  Ministre  :  Suivant  votre  recommandation,  nous  avons  I'honneur  do 
T0B8  informer  que  Messrs.  A.  &■  J.  Le  More  sont  de  retour  de  Springfield  (Illinois),  leur 
Meond  voyage  n'ayant  pas  en  plus  de  sneers  que  le  premier.  HtiXjC^' 

Partis  de  Washington  le  12  octobre  sur  la  reception  d'une  d^pdche  qui  nous  annongait 
que  Faflfaire  serait  poeitivement  appel^e  le  lundi  17,  ils  sont  arriv^s'^  Springfield  le  15  ; 
aecompagn^s  de  nos  avocats,  ils  se  sont  pr^sent^  k  la  cour  de  district  le  lundi  matin ; 
ils  y  out  tronv^  Monsieur  le  Juge  Treat  tout  pr^t  k  entendre  Paffaire  d^s  que  Tavocat 
de  district,  Monsieur  L.  Weldou,  serait  present.  Ce  dernier  u'est  arrive  que  le  25  et  a 
nfns^  I'andition,  sons  pr^texte  qu'il  avait  encore  k  produire  le  t^moignage  dn  Com- 
Bsodaot  Porter  (qu'il  etait  si  facile  d'obtenir  depuis  trois  mois!).  'T;  '^ 

Voioi  done  nn  nouveau  d^placemeni  de  mille  lieues,  des  fatigues,  des  risques,  de» 
d^penaes,  des  d^lais,  tout  cela  en  pure  perte. 

Ke  parlant  que  des  d^lais,  ne  serai t-11  pas  juste,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  d^nsister  pour 
lesabr^gerT 

Nous  sommes  d'autaut  plus  fond^  &  nous  en  plaindre,  qu'ainsi  que  nous  avons  eu 
FhoDneur  de  vons  I'exposer,  nous  n'aurions  Jamais  du  6tre  appel^  devant  une  cour 

Poor  Atre  r^gnli^rement  men^e,  noire  reclamation  prison t^  par  vous.  Monsieur  le 
Mioistre  de  France,  ik  M.  le  Secretaire  d'fitat  Seward,  devait  4tre  par  lui  renvoy^e 
devant  le  Secretaire  de  laTresorerie,  auquel  PAmiral  Porter  avait  instruction  de  rap- 
porter  et  de  deiivrer  tons  les  cotons  saisis. 

Incessamment  nous  aurons  Thonneur  de  faire  mettre  sons  vos  yeux  les  ordres  pub- 
lic par  le  Gouvemement  de  Washington  k  cet  effet. 

Notre  sr.  Gustavo  Le  More  va  retourner  en  France  jtbord  du  Lafayette  apr^  plusde 
Si  mois  de  seiour  ici  et  sans  auonne  idee  de  I'epoque  &  laquelle  Findifference  on  la 
^tsisie  de  rautorite  federale  nous  octroyera  une  tardive  justice  et  tr^  coutense,  sans 
doQte,  avec  la  depreciation  que  pent  atteindre  le  papier  monnaie.  ^T^ — ^ 

Pleins  de  reconnaissance  pour  la  bienviellance  avec  laquelle  vous  avez  accueilli 
Botre  sieur  Le  More  et  ses  fr^res  et  vous  priant  de  nous  la  continner. 

NoQs  avons  Fhonneur  d'etre.  Monsieur  le  Ministre  Charge  d' Affaires,  vos  tr^  hum- 
^lea  et  obeissants  serviteurs,  .  |(;£ 

G.  A.  Le  MORE  &  CO. 

Hiw-ToEK,  1  novetkkre  1864. 

Monsieur  le  Marquis  de  Moxtholon, 

Minietre  PlSnipotentiaire  de  France : 

^ONSiEUR  LE  Ministre  :  A  diverses  reprises  depuis  environ  18  mois,  nous  avons  eu 
'aonDeur  d'entretenir  votre  predecesseur  de  deux  reclamations  de  coton  s'eievant 
•Jumble  &  1,153  balles  qui,  en  avril  1864,  nous  furent  enlevees  entre  les  propres 
^ins  de  notre  agent,  dans  la  paroisse  du  Ouachita,  £tat^e  la  Louisiane,  par  Pesca- 
^Ue  federale  sous  les  ordres  de  I'Amiral  Porter. 

D'apr^s  les  conseils  de  Monsieur  de  Geoffroy,  et  sous  la  pleine  reserve  du  futur 
^^ercice  de  notre  droit  international,  nous  avons  accepte  la  juridiction  americaine  et 
^vons  porte  nos  reclamations  devant  In  cour  de  district  des  £tats-Unis  siigeant  h 
^pringfield,  Illinois,  laquelle  cour,  saisie  de  ces  afiaires  par  FAmiral  Porter,  avait 
^^r^te  la  vente  de  nos  cotons  et  en  avait  touche  le  produit. 

Apr^s  bien  des  depenses,  bien  des  difflcultes  et  desagrements  qu'il  est  inutile  au- 
J^imi^hui  de  porter  k  votre  connaissance,  la  cour  de  Springfield  nous  a  donne  gain  de 
^Qse  pour  une  reclamation  de  323  balles,  et  nous  a  condamnes  k  confiscation  pour 
^Ile  de  830  balles.  Vous  avons  interjete  appel  de  cette  derni^re  decision  aupr^  de 
*^  Cour  Supreme  des  £tats-Unis  &  Washington,  et  c'est  aux  fins  de  faire  paraltre  cette 
^^^e  ^  la  dite  cour,  assit^t  que  possible,  c'esti-^-dire,  dans  la  session  extraordinaire 
^  ^vril  prochain,  si  elle  a  lieu,  comme  il  est  presumable,  que  nous  nous  permettons  de 
>oas  adresser  oette  presente  lettre 

V(hi8  sommes  tr^  convaincus.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  que  votre  hante  influence  au- 
P^de  llionorable  secretaire  d'£ tat,  jointe  k  son  eqnite  reconnue  et  4  la  bienveil- 
^ce  qo'll  a  daigne  nous  manifester  a  nons-memes  precedemment,  obtieudront  sans 
P^ine  de  Pavocat-general  le  prompt  appel  que  nous  iuvoquous  et  auquel  si  nous  ne 
2^>on8  pas  erreur,  notre  qnidite  a'etrangers  nous  donne  privilege  en  cettA  cicooii- 
•**nce. 
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Nona  bornaut  ai\)ourd'hui  ^  cet-te  suppliqae  et  vous  priant  en  m6me  temps  de  r6- 
cerver  iin  bienveillant  acciieil  au  pipcbam  oxpos^  qne  nous  noas  pennettTons  de  vout 
.adresser  pour  jastifier  norte  legitime  pretention  h  obtenir  gain  de  cause  devant  1a 
'Coar  Supreme  des  ]Stais-Unis, 

Nous  deniearons,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  vos  tr^s  respectnenx  serviteurs. 

Pour  G.  A.  Lb  MORE  A  CO., 

A.  Le  MORE. 
Nbw-York,  m  Janvier  1866. 

Washington,  leW  mat  1869. 
lloNsiBUR  LE  Charge  d'affaires: 

J'ai  Phonneur  de  vous  demander  encore  une  fois  la  bienvieillante  intervention  de  la 
legation  de  rempereur  dans  Vaffaire  des  cotons  Le  More,  snr  l^ueile,  en  ma  quality 
de  mandataire  de  MM.  Le  More  &,  Cie.,  j^ai  d6}h,  appel^,  le  ler  ler  mai  1868,  raten- 
tion  de  son  Excellence  Mens.  Berth^my. 

A  la  date  dn  ler  Juin  suivant,  le  ministre  de  France  me  ftt  Thonnenr  de  me  com- 
itiuniquer  la  r^ponse  du  Ddpartement  d'£tat  k  la  note  qu'il  Ini  avait  adreas^.  Depnis 
Jiors  MM.  Le  More  se  sont  confer m^s  aux  avis  de.Mons.  Seward,  coramele  prouveutla 
ip^tition  h,  la  Conr  Supreme  et  le  jueement  de  cette  oour,  qui  sont  d^Jii  entre  vos  mains. 
Ayant  maintenant  ^puis^  tons  les  degr^s  de  juridictiou  des  cours  am^ricaines,  il  ne 
Teste  plus  k  MM.  Le  More  et  Cie.  qne  le  recours  au  minist^re  d'etat  qne  je  viens  so- 
licifer  de  vous  dans  cette  importante  affaire. 

J'ai  rUooneur  d'etre,  avec  le  plus  profond  respect,  Monsieur  le  Cbarg6  d'Affairci, 
TOtre  tr^s  humble  et  tr^s  ob^issant  serviteur, 

ALBERT  C.  JANIN. 

Nouvelle-Orlt^ans,  3  novembre  1870. 

A  Sou  Excellence  Monsieur  Jules  Berth#.mt, 

Ministre  de  Franoef  Washington : 

Monsieur  le  Ministre:  Je  vous  serai  tr^  oblige  de  vouloir  bleu  me  donner  com* 

-munication  de  la  r^ponse  que  le  Secr<$taire  d'etat,  M.  Fish,  a  faite  au  commencement 

•de  juillet  dernier  k  votre  note  de  fin  mai,  au  sujet  de  la  reclamation  de  G.  A.  Le  More  Sc 

>Co.     Qnoiqne  j'aie  6i6  inform^  du  sens  de  cette  r^pouse,  je  serai  tr68  aise,  pour  les 

besoins  ult^rieurs  de*  la  cause,  que   vous  ayioz  la  boilt^  de  m-en  donner  le  texte. 

Si  'oela  ne  vous  d^plaisait  pas,  oserai-je  vous  demander  de  joindre  k  la  copie  de  la 
r^ponse  de  M.  Fish,  une  copie  de  la  note  que  vous  lui  aviez  pass^  vers  le  *2S  mai 
deruier? 

Vous  priant,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  de  vouloir  bien  m'honnorer  d'une  favorable  et 
prochaine  rdpouse,  jc  suis,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  votre  tr^s  d<^vou6  serviteur, 

A.  LE  MORE. 

Pieces  envoy ^es  le  11  nov,  70. 

A  Son  Excellence  Monsieur  H.  Fi8H, 

Secretaire  <C£tat  des  Etats-  Unis  d  Washington : 

Monsieur  lk  Secretaire  d'I5tat  :  Me  pr^valant  de  ce  qui  s'est  pass^  entre  votre 
.liouorable  pred^ceHseur,  Monsieur  William  H.  Seward,  et  ma  maison  de  commerce  on 
ees  repr6scntant8  avec  lesqnels  il  a  bien  vonlu  eorrespoudre  directement  en  sa  quality 
officielle,  j«  viens  auionrd'hui  vous  remettre  copie  d*une  lettre  que  j'adresse  4  la  Le- 
gation de  France  ti  Washington,  pour  protester  soleuuellemeut  contre  Tesprit  et  la 
lettre  de  la  note  que  vous  Ini  avez  passd  le  29  juiu  dernier  en  r^ponse  d.  la  note  de 
Monsieur  Bortb6iiiy  du  23  mai  pr^c^dent  au  sujet  de  la  reclamation  de  G.  A.  Le  More 
&  Co. 

rcrraettez-moi  dVsp^rer  que  vous  vondrez  bien,  dans  uu  esprit  d'^quit^  v^ritable- 
ment  digne  de  la  grande  natiou  am^ricaine,  prendre  notre  demande  en  consideration, 
et  nouij  donner  votre  prdcieuse  assistance  aupr^sdu  Cougrfes. 

Je  vous  pr6sente,  Monsieur  le  Secretaire  d'l^tat,  mes  salutations  respectneuses, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE. 
Unique  g^-ant  de  la  maison  G.  J.  Le  More  4"  Co, 

Havre,  25  mai  1871. 

A  Son  Excellence  Monsieur  le  Yicomte  de  Treilhard, 

Ministre  de  France  d  Washington : 


sieur  T.  Berth6njy  lui  avait  pas^^e  le  2:i  mai  precedent,  au  sujet  de  la  reclamation  d 
ma  maison  de  coninicrce  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

Appeie  par  les  fouctions  administratives  que  j'exerce  dans  la  commune  limitron 
du  Havre  j\  m'occuper  uniqnemeut  de  la  defense  nationale,  j'ai  dil,  dans  les  crnell 
c/rcoDStances  on  cette  copie  m'est  parvenue,  remettre  ^  plus  tard  le  soiu  de  mea  im. 
t4r6tB  particn  I  iers. 
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Aajourd'hni  je  viens  protestor  solennellement  contre  Tesprit  et  la  lettre  de  la  note 
de  Monsieur  Hamilton  Fish  dii  29  juin  dernier.  Jo  regrette  vivement  que  Monsieur 
Berthdmy  n'ait  pas  mis  ^  execution  Fintention  quMl  avait  (d'apr^s  ce  que  moo  repr^« 
sentaDt  m'a  6crit)  de  r^fnter  de  suite  une  note  aussi  paradoxale.  II  n'est  malheureu- 
sement  pas  dans  les  usages  de  la  Legation  de  France  ^  Washington  d'arguer  aveo  le 
D^partement  d'etat,  mais,  si  pour  le  raaintien  et  le  triomphe  d^un  droit,  cela  devient 
n^cessaire,  ponrquoi  s'en  absteuir  ?  £n  m'exprimant  ainsi  je  n'ai  garde  de  m<Scon- 
naltie  rappuibienveillant  que  la  Legation  nous  a  fr^quemment  donnd,  et  qne  j^nvoque 
denoaveau  anjourd'hui.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  en  vous  priant  de  vouloir  bien  faire 
officiellenient  appel  ^  Monsieur  H.  Fish  pour  reviser  sa  decision,  et  nous  r^server  en 
toQB  cas  de  lui  pr^^nter  ult^rieurement  une  rdplique  raisonn^e,  si  cela  nous  paralt 
n^oeasaire.  J'adresse  moi-mdme  copie  de  la  pr6sente  i\  Monsieur  H.  Fish  en  Paccom- 
paji^nant  d'nne  lettre  dont  ci-joint  copie. 

Quoique  je  ne  sois  pas  avocat,  perroettez-moi  de  faire  qnelqnes  remarq  ues  et  d'opposer 

2nelques  objections  aux  ^tranges  allegations  de  la  note  de  Monsieur  le  Secretaire 
'£tat.  Je  lui  offre  d'avance  mes  excuses,  ainsi  qu'^  vous,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  si  mon 
langage  manque  de  Furbanit^  diplomatique  reqnise  ;  comme  il  n'y  a  pas  plus  d'arro- 
gance  dans  mon  esprit  que  d'arri^re-pens^e  de  rdclamer  sottement  une  intervention 
effective  en  face  des  r^cents  d<$sastres  de  not  re  malheurense  patrie,  j'esp^re  tronver 
grdce  pour  lep  expressions  un  pen  vi ves  que  m'inspire  la  sonveraiue  injustice  pratiqu^e, 
a  mon  ^gard  depuis  plnsieurs  anuses,  et  qui,  en  atteignant  fatalemeqt  mes  affaires 
commerciales,  a  infli^^  h  mafamille  des  souffrances  aussi  cruelles  qu^mm^ritdes. 

Dans  sa  note  Monsieur  Hamilton  Fish  s'occupe  certainement  beauooup  trop  de  L^on 
QaeroQze  et  pas  assez  de  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  dont  le  status  m^rite  une  juste  consi- 
deration. Leur  reclamation  ne  devrait  ^tre  envisag^e  qn^au  point  de  vue  del'^quite 
dans  le  rapport  international  de  la  Legation  avec  le  Ddpartement  d'£tat.  Monsieur 
Fisb.au  coutraire,  ne  sort  pas  des  arguties  l^gales,  et  pourtant  de  co  c6te-l^  aussi  la 
qaestion  jnridique  est  d'une  simplicity  ei^mentaire:  Ldon  Qnerouze  n'^tant  plus  r^sl- 
dant  d'nne  section^loyale  du  pays,  n'avait-il  pas  tous  les  droits  des  non-residents  f  Oui, 
incontestablement,  et  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  en  ont  re^u  nn  titre  parfaitement  valide. 
HonsienrH.  Fish,  qui  fait  bon  marche  d'un  petit  bout  (little  scrap)  d'dvidence  sup- 
primee,  doit  convenir  pourtant  qu*un  oui  au  lieu  d'un  non  change  bien  la  face  des 
choses.  Pour  rester  un  instant  de  plus  dans  la  question  legale  et  juridique,  la  pro- 
clamation dn  President  Lincoln  dn  16  aotlt  1861  n'avait  evidemment  pour  but  que  de 
prohiber  le  trafic  de  transit  entre  les  deux  sections  du  pays  en  )[$tat  de  belligerauoe, 
et  d^etablir  poor  ainsi  dire  un  blocns  effectif  sur  sa  ligne  de  division  existant  entre 
les  deux  parties  hostiles ;  Fidee  d'emp^cher  des  transactions  en  pays  rebelle  n^existe 
pas  plus  dans  Fesprit  et  dans  la  lettre  de  la  proclamation  que  Fid^e  d'empdcher  les 
mdmes  transactions  en  pays  loyal. 

Mais  encore  c'est  sur  le  terrain  de  F^quite  qne  repose  notre  demande.  Que  la  cour 
iiif(6rienre  mal  edairee  sur  le  status  de  L^on  Qnerouze  lui  ait  d^nie  le  droit  de  posseder, 
que  la  Cour  Supreme  des  fitats-Unis,  par  mdme  absence  de  ]umi^>res,  ait  confirm^  le 
jogement;  et  que  plus  tard  quand  la  lumi^re  fut  faite  elle  n'ait  pas  pu  ronvrir  Faffaire 
(see  r^glements  8*y  opposant  formellement),  s'ensuit-il  en  dquite  que  le  Departement 
d'Stat  auquel  est  faite  la  Inmi^re  qui  n'a  pu  edairer  It' temps  la  juridiction  des  cours, 
De  doive  pas,  avec  la  conscience  d'un  devoir  de  justice,  d'honneur  et  de  loyaute  k  ac- 
eomplir,  ne  doive  pas  aider  de  tout  son  pouvoir  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  k  obtenir  dn 
Congr^  le  redressemeut  d'un  tort  &  eux  inflige  involontairement  par  les  conrs  de 
jnsticef 

HoDsienr  H.  Fish  termine  sa  note  du  29  juin  par  une  citation  du  Chancelier  Kent; 
<lini  me  permette  de  terminer  la  mienne  par  une  citation  de  ce  mdme  chancelier  que 
i  Uoave  dana  une  exposition  de  notre  reclamation  redigee  par  le  Gal  McClermand  des 
illlDois.  Voici  ce  qui  ce  lit  dans  Kent's  Com.,  vol.  1,  pages  102  et  103,  lOme  edition. 
Je  tradois  textaellement : 

^'L'asage  general  maintenant  est  de  ne  pas  toucher  k  la  propriete  privee  sur  terre 
B^Ds compensation  safflsante,  sanf  en  certains  cas  specianx  dlctes  par  les  operations 
ii^cessaires  de  la  gnerre,  on  lonqu'il-y  a  capture  dans  les  places  prises  d'assant  et  qui 
cut  rsponase  tout  offre  de  capitulation.  8i  le  conqnerant  depasse  capricieusement 
(^ftDtonly)  ces  limites  et  saisit  la  propriete  privee  de  personues  paclfiqnes  pour  Fap- 
pAtdngain,  il  viole  lee  usages  modemes  de  la  guerre,  et  il  pent  6tre  assure  de  recon- 
^  QD  {uste  ressentiment  et  d'etre  expose  au  mepris  general  et  k  Fexecration  da 
iDQnde." 

EitHieqae  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  n'etaient  pas  (depuis  qnelque  temps dejli)paoiflqae8 
J^tiinea  possessears  da  lot  de  bSO  baUes  de  coton,  de  meme  que  da  lot  de  323  balles  f 
^t  soitdit  en  passsnti  en  Loaisiane,  comme  en  i^Yance,  la  possession  fait  titre. 

^t-ce  qne  oes  ootons  n'etaient  pas  la  propriete  privee  de  G.  A.  LeHore  &,  Co.  lors- 

^v  Us  lenr  fareqt  Tiolemment  enleves  sans  neceesite  poar  les  operations  de  la  gaerre  f 

^^lant  que  le  Jour  eat  proche  oft  la  yoix  de  la  jastice  et  de  Pequite  redeviendra 

H.  Bx.  236 21 
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pr^pond^rante  dans  lea  oonaeils  de  la  grande  nation  am^ricaine,  ot  que  notre  bon  droit 
7  pr^vandra  t^t  ou  tard. 
Je  vous  pr^eente,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  mes  salntationb  les  plus  respectueasea, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE, 
Uniqite  girant  de  la  maison  G.  A,  Le  More  4'  Co, 
Havke,  35  mat  1871. 

Havre,  4  d^oemhre  1873. 
A  Son  Excellence  Monsieur  le  Marquir  db  Noailles, 

Ministre  de  France,  Waehingion : 

M0N8IBUR  MiNiSTRE  le:  J'ai  re^u  la  lettre  que  tous  m'avez  fait  Phonneur  de 
m^adresser  ^  la  date  du  23  oct-obre  dernier,  et  je  vous  prie  d'agr^er,' Monsieur  le  Min- 
istre,  Texpression  de  ma  vive  gratitude  pour  la  sollieitnde  que  vous  voulez  bien  ac- 
corder  &  ma  reclamation  vis-^-viadu  Gonvemement  des  fitats-Unis. 

Depuis  quelques  jours  les  jonmaux  assnrent,  sans  quil  y  ait  rien  d^offlciel,  que  vous 
Ates  appel6  k  Rome  pour  y  repr^senter  16  gouveruement  fran^ais.  Si  cette  nouvelle 
est  vraie  je  vais  done  ^tre  priv^  de  votre  puissant  appoi ;  mats  j'ai  la  confiance,  Mon- 
sieur le  Ministre,  qu'avant  votre  depart  de  Washington  vous  aurez  pir  obtenir  la  nomi- 
nation de  la  commission  Internationale  appel^e  k  se  prononcer  sur  les  reclamations 
fran^aises. 

Si  malheurei}sement  cette  commission  n'est  pas  nommde  quand  vous  qnitterez  Wash- 
ington, permettez-moi.  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  d'avoir  recours  k  votre  sullicitude  poui^ 
appuyer  ma  reclamation  anpr^s  de  votre  successeur,  car  un  nouvel  ajournement  serait^ 
de  plus  en  plus  ruineux,  nou-seulement  pour  mespropresinterdts,  maisaussi  pour  to 
les  interdts  franyais  laiss^s  en  snspens  depuis  dix  ann^es. 

Veuillez  agr^er,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  rassurance  de  mon  respect, 

GUSTAVE  LE  MORE, 
Chef  unique  de  9a  maieon  G,  A,  Le  More  4'  Co.,  Haxre, 

CuaMBRE  DBS  D^PUT^S, 

Paris,  ler  (Wocm6re  1878. 
Monsieur  le  Ministre  des  Affaires  ^trakq^rbs,  Parie : 

Mssrs.  G.  A.  Le  Moreet  Comp.,  ndgociants  an  Havre,  agissant  an  nom  et  comme  rep 
sentant  d'un  assez  grand  nombre  de  nos  nationaux  etablis  anx  fitats-Uuis,  me  pri 
de  rappeler  k  votre  bienveillante  sollieitnde  la  petitiou  qu'ils  ont  adressee  en  1871 
Passembiee  nationale,  pour  obtenir  la  reparation  des  dommages  considerables  qii 
ont  epronve  spendant  la  suerre  de  la  secession.  Cette  petition,  dont  j'ai  Fhonneur 
vous  remettre  copie,  fit  l^bjet  d'une  interpellation  portee  ^  la  tribune  par  M.  Ka> 
Duval  (voir  I'Ofliciel  du  30  juillet  ltt75)  et  M.  le  duo  Decazes,  alors  ministre,  rep 
dait :  **  vous  pouvez  3  6tre  assures  du  soin  que  le  gouveruement  fran^ais  mettra  a  r 
peler  au  cabinet  americain  les  engagements  qu'il  a  pris  euvers  la  France.'' 

Ces  engagements,  M.  le  Ministre,  sont  jusqu'si  ce  jour  restes  lettre  raorte;  e 
crois  accomplir  un  devoir  en  les  rappelant  a  votre  bienveillante  attention. 

Agreez,  Monsieur  le  Ministre,  Fassurancede  ma  consideration  laplusdiatinguee. 

PEULERE^ 
Depute  du 


Copie  de  la  petition  adrees^  le  13  mat  1875,  par  un  certain  nombre  d€  citoyene  fraw^t^^ 
r^ttidant  aux  ^taU-  Unie  it  depoeie  eur  le  bureau  de  VAeeembUk  NaiionaU  par  Mon^m-itu 
Duval,  diputdae  la  Seine-lnfirieure,  le  20  juillet  1875. 

A  Monsieur  le  President  et  Messieurs  les  Deputes  k  TAssembiee  Nationale  4   Ver- 
sailles : 

MoNSiBQR  LE  PRESIDENT,  Messiburs  LBS  DEPUTES :  Les  soussigues  citoyeus  ^rsn- 
9ais,  residant  aux  £tats-Unis  d'Amerique,  ou  ayant  des  relations  d'affaires  av^c  oe 
pays,  dedarent  qu'ils  se  sont  toigours  conformes  anx  prescriptions  de  la  loi  Fran^aue 
relativement  k  leur  nationalite,  et  c^uMls  se  sont  absteuus  scrnpuleusement  de  prendre 
une  part  quelconque  dans  les  questions  de  politique  interieure  qui  se  sont  prod uitM 
aux  l:tats-Unis. 

Les  soussignes  sont  forces  d'ajouter  que,malgre  leurs|efforts  pour  faire  respecter ieiir 
qualite  de  neutres,  ils  ont  ete  exposes,  soit  par  le  fait  des  autorites  rebelles,  soit  par 
celui  des  autorites  federates,  k  des  pertes  de  tonte  nature  qu'il  serait  impossible 
d'enumerer  ici. 

Les  soussignes,  chacun  en  leur  nom  personnel  k  Vepoque  ou  les  dommages  dont  ileae 
plaignent  ont  ete  eprouves  par  eux,  ont  adresse,  soit  k  la  legation  de  France  sax 
Etats-Unis,  soit  au  departement  des  affaires  etraugeres  k  Paris,  les  pi^c6s  concernaut 
leurs  reclamations.  Dans  la  plupart  des  cas  il  est  a  la  connaissance  des  soussign^q^^ 
des  demarches  actives  ont  ete  faites  en  leur  favour  par  la  legation  de  France  S  Was^* 
JDgtoD,  mais'  ils  regrettent  de  constater  que  ces  demarches,  dans  presqne  tons  les 
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it  resides  sanseffeti  et  si  qaelques  reclamations  ont^t^  r^gl^esle  fait  a  ^t^  d<i  seule- 
int  ^  la  competence  de  certains  tribanaux  americains  qui  ontpu  se  saisir  de  TafTaire 
ns  des  caa  exception  uels. 

Les  soossig^es  preunent  la  respectuense  liberty  de  faire  connaltro  h  ]'Assembl6e 
fctionale  cet  etatde  cboses,  ct  de  lui  demander  sa  protection  souveraine;  des  consi- 
^rations  qui  lear  paraissent  ddcisives  peavent  Ini  6tre  pr6sentees.  En  j^remier  lien, 
Usembiee  Nation  ale  frangaise  a  pris  rinitiative  par  une  loi  de  1872  de  faire  payer  k 
rate  personne  qni  avait  eproav6  dcs  dommages  par  suite  de  faits  de  guerre,  uue  in- 
emnite  que  des  commissions  comp^tentes  devaient  fixer.  Comme  cette  loi  n'^tablis- 
lit  aacune  distinction  relativement  h  la  nationaHte  du  rdclamant,  les  citoyens  am^ri- 
ains  qni  avaient  ^pronvd  des  dommages  ont  re^u  satisfaction. 

£n second  lien,  la  gnerre  civile  d'Amlriqneest  terminee  depnis  dix  ans,  et  cependant 
MT^lamations  frau^aises  centre  les  £tats-Unis,  provenant  de  faits  auterieurs  ^  1865, 
lepearent  mdme  6tre  prdsoutes  k  ]ine  jaridiction  coropdtente. 

En  vne  dcs  relations  auiicales  existant  eutre  les  denx  pays,  en  vne  des  declarations 
leuxfois  r^petees  par  le  President  des  £tats-Unis,  dans  son  message  annnel  au  Con- 
^^B,  declarations  par  lesquelles  le  pouYoir  ex^cutif  admettait  la  necessity  de  r^gler 
»  reclamations  prison t6es  par  les  citoyens  ou  snjets  de  pays  Strangers,  les  sous- 
QgD^s  demandent  k  TAssemblde  Nation  ale  de  prendre  dans  cette  question  les  mesures 
loe,  dans  sa  baute  sagessc,  elle  jugera  les  plus  propres  h  mettre  fin  k  I'dtat  de  cboses 
jni  dare  depnis  plus  de  dix  ans  et  d,  assurer  le  r^glement  de  ces  affaires  qui  utteig- 
lent  dans  leur  ensemble  des  sommes  tr^s  considerables'. 

Le«6oa8signes  ont  I'honneur  d'etre,  Monsieur  le  President  et  Messieurs  les  Deputes 
H'Asseinbiee  Nationalc,  avec  le  plus  profond  respect, 

Les  tr^s  humbler  et  obeissants  serviteurs. 

(Suivent  les  signatures  legalisees  par  le  consul  de  France.) 


>EP0SITIONS  OF  PLACIDE  SPEAR,  JULES  LE  MORE,  AND  J.  B.  PREAU. 

Filed  May  23, 1881.— fT.  F.  P.  #  L.  L.,  Sees. 


(•  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
fHE  Unffed  States 


3.) 

>  No.  211. 


Depositions  of  witnesses  taken  and  subscribed  before  me,  JohnL.  Larescbe,  special 
Mumissioner,  on  tbe  days  and  dates  bereinafter  set  fortb  and  expressed,  at  my  office, 
<^34  Exchange  Place,  corner  of  Custom-bouse  street,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans, 
tate  of  Louisiana,  and  to  be  read  as  evidence  in  the  above-entitled  and  numbered 
^Qm;  said  witnesses  known  to  me  to  be  of  lawful  age,  being  to  me,  at  the  time  and 
lace  aforesaid,  produced,  and  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law  to  testify  the  truth, 
^  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  in  ref^ard  to  tbe  matters  in  controversy 
1  tbe  claim  aforesaid,  did  then  and  there,  on  their  oath  aforesaid,  depose  and  say  as 
allows,  to  wit. 

JNO.  L.  LARESCHE,  C<mmi9$ioner, 


^'  A  Le  More  &,  Co.  ) 
The  United  States.  S 


211. 

New  Orleans,  May  20,  1881. 


Testimony  taken  by  consent. 

Present:  Albert  C.  Janen,  esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  and  W.  O.  t>enegre,  counsel 

Q  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

^CIDE  J.  Spear,  witness  on  behalf  of  claimant,  being  duly  sworn  according  to 

'^,  deposes  and  says  as  follows,  to  wit : 

« am  47  years  of  age.    I  am  not  interested  in  this  case  and  am  not  related  to  claim- 

ts.    I  reside  in  New  Orleans.    I  have  resided  here  nearly  all  my  life.    From  about 

9  28th  August,  1864,  np  to  end  of  October,  1865,  I  resided  in  Matamoros,  Mexico. 

^as  acquainted  at  Matamoros  with  Leon  Qneyrouze.    I  found  him  there  when  I 

ived  in  August,  1664.    He  was  a  merchant  engaged  in  business.    From  October, 

4f  I  was  a  partner  with  him  and  remained  as  such  until  he  left  there  in  July  or 

^st,  1865. 

Vo  cross-examination.) 

P.  J.  SPEAR. 
fO.  L.  Lahbsche,  CommUBioner. 


i 


I 
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Jules  Le  More,  witness  on  behalf  of  claimant,  being  duly  sworn  according  tola^ 
deposes  and  says  an  follows,  to  wit: 

I  am  55  years  of  age.  I  reside  in  New  Orleans.  lam  interested  in  this  case.  Ha^ 
ing  been  prosecuting  this  case  for  the  past  15  years,  I  expect  to  receive  some  compel 
satiou  for  my  trouble  and  services.     I  am  a  brother  of  the  claimants. 

I  left  for  Matamoros  in  the  steamer  Melville  about  April»  1863,  and  arrived  thei 
abont  fonr  days  after  I  left  New  Orleans.  I  remained  there  several  months.  Whi 
there  I  knew  Major  Queyrouze ;  he  was  there  when  I  arrived.  He  was  a  commissic 
merchant,  dealing  in  cotton  and  other  goods.  He  returned  to  New  Orleans  after  tl 
close  of  the  war. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  document  printed  in  the  memorial  under  th 
caption  **  Opinion  of  the  United  States  district  court/'  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  opii 
ion  rendered  by  the  United  States  district  court  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  i 
the  case  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  T 

(Objected  to,  as  there  is  better  evidence,  this  being  secondary.) 

Answer.  Having  compared  these  documents  with  those  I  have  in  hand,  I  find 
perfectly  correct.     The  documents  I  have  were  given  to  me  at  the  time  of  tlie  decisioi 

(No  cross-examination.) 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

Jxo.  L.  Lakkschr,  Commiasioner, 

J.  B.  Preau,  witness  on  behalf  of  claimant,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  la^ 
deposes  and  says  as  follows,  to  wit : 

I  am  60  years  old.  I  have  no  interest  in  this  claim.  I  am  not  related  to  the  claia 
ants.     I  reside  in  New  Orleans. 

I  resided  in  Matamnros  from  1662  to  1865.     I  knew  when  Major  Queyrouze  arriv« 
in  Matamoros ;  it  was  iu  the  spring  of  1863.     I  left  there  in  1865.    M^or  Queyroa 
left  after  1  did.     He  went  into  business  iu  Matamoros  immediately  on  his  arriv 
there.     He  was  a  commission  merchant  in  cotton  and  other  articles. 

(No  cross-examination,) 

J.  B.  PREAir. 

Jxo.  L.  Laresche,  Commmioner. 

United  States  of  America, 

State  of  Louiaianaf  Parish  and  City  of  New  Orleans  : 

I,  John  L.  Laresche,  special  commissioner  in  and  for  the  parish  of  Orleans  ^ 
hereby  certify  and  make  known  that  the  foregoibgdeprsitions  of  Placide  J.  Sp^ 
Jules  Le  More,  and  J.  B.  Preau  were  taken  before  me  on  this  30th  day  of  May,  1^ 
at  my  office,  No.  34  Exchange  Place,  corner  of  Cust-om-Honse  street ;  that  the  ex.^ 
inations,  responses,  and  statements  of  each  of  said  deponents  were  reduced  to  wri*^ 
in  my  presence,  and  by  said  deponents  respectively  sworn  to  and  subscribed  ii^ 
presence,  at  the  end  of  each  and  even-  page,  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  John  L.  Laresche,  special  commissioner,  do  hereby  ^ 
these  presents  at  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  this  20th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1881. 

JNO.  L.  LARESCHE, 

CommitnofMT. 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE. 
'       FiM  June  1,  1881.— TT.  F.  P.  #•  L.  X.,  Sea. 


Le  More 

V, 

TiiE  United  Statxs 


>  No.  211. 


Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  Nb.  107. 

G.  A.  Le  More  ^  Co.,  claimants  of  830  bales  of  cotton,  appellants,  vf.  the  Uni 
States.    Appeal  from  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  States  m  the  sonthem  distri^ 
of  niinois.    Filed  June  26,  1866. 

Afflnned  6th  April,  1868. 
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United  States  of  America, 

Southern  Digtrict  of  Illinois,  88 : 

Pleas  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 
held  at  the  city  of  Springfield,  in  said  district,  before  the  honorable  Samuel  H.  Treat, 
jadgeof  said  court,  on  Monday,  the  6th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1865,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  the  90th. 

The  United  States 

V. 

650 bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales, 

8  rolls,  and  160  pieces  of  bagging;  29  pieces 

of  leather ;  ISii  bales,  52  sacks  of  cotton  ; 

409  bales,  139  sacks  of  cotton,  and  1,000 

bales  of  cotton. 
6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  claimants  of  830  bales 

of  cotton. 


>  In  prize. 


Beit  remembered  that  heretofore,  to  wit,  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our 
lord  1864,  came  Lawrence  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  the  south- 
ern district  of  Illinois,  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the 
United  States  for  said  district,  a  libel  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  all  others^ 
concerned,  against  650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls 
bageing,  160  pieces  bagging,  and  29  pieces  of  leather,  in  a  cause  of  prize,  which  said 
libel  is  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Libel, 

District  court. — In  prize. 

UxiTKD  States  op  America, 

Southern  District  of  Illinois,  ss : 

Beit  remembered  that  on  the  18th  day  of  l^ay,  A.  D.  1864,  before  the  Hon.  Sam- 
oel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  the  said  court,  comes  Lawrence  Weldon,  district  attorney  of 
tbe  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and 
of  all  other  persons  concerned,  propounds  and  gives  the  said  judge  to  understand  and 
^informed  that,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1864,  on  waters  navigable 
to  the  sea  by  vessels  of  ten  or  more  tons  burden,  or  on  lands  adjacent  thereto,  the 
navy  of  the  United  States  did  seize,  as  lawful  prize  of  war,  the  following,  to  wit: 
650  bales  cotton,  100  coils  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  bagginj;,  160  pieces  bagging, 
29  pieces  of  leather,  which  are  now  at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  this  court.  The  said  attorney  alleges  that  all  and  singular  the  premibes  are  true 
and  within  the  prize  jurisdiction  of  this  conrt,  and  that  all  of  the  said  property,  so 
captnrfd,  is  lawful  prize  of  w^ar. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prajs  that  process  of  attachment  may  issue  against 
wid  property,  and  the  monition  of  this  honorable  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  made, 
andthat'all  persons  interested  in  said  property  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer 
all  and  singular  the  allegations  of  this  libfl,  and  all  due  proceedings  being  had,  your 
honor  will  adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  as  prize  of  war,  and 
that  the  proceeds  thereof  may  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDON, 
United  States  Attorney, 

Filed  May  18,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN, 

Clerk, 

Whereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  issued  against  said  property, 
directed  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  to  execute,  and  was  after- 
^*fds,  to  wit,  on  the  19th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said 
Jjarshal,  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  the  marshal 
thereto,  are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

Attachment  and  monition, 

United  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  IllinoiSf  ss : 

**^*  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting: 

^ereas  a  libel  hath  been  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
pUiem  district  of  Illinois  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1804,  by 
^•Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  difttivct,  oxi  Vi^^xftX^  q^  1\v^ 
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United  States,  and  of  all  other  persons  concerned,  against  650  bales  of  cotton,  100 
coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bagging,  160  pieces  of  bagging,  and  29 
pieces  of  leather,  for  reasons  and  causes  in  'said  libel  mentioned,  and  praying  the 
nsual  process  and  monition  of  said  court  in  that  behalf  torbe  made,  and  that  all  per- 
sons having  or  pretending  to  have  any  right,  title,  or  InU^rest  therein  may  be  cited 
to  appear  and  answer  afl  and  singular  the  matters  in  said  libel  articnlately  pro- 
pounded, and  that  this  court  would  be  pleased  to  pronounce  for  the  condemnation 
thereof  as  lawful  prize  of  war :  You  are  therefore  commanded  to  attach  the  said 
650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bagging,,  160 
pieces  of  bagging,  and  S9  pieces  of  leather,  and  to  detain  the  same  in  your  custody 
'  until  the  further  order  of  this  court  respecting  the  same,  and  to  give  due  notice 
by  publication  in  the  Illinois  State  Register  for  fourteen  days  previous  to  the  day  o: 
trial,  of  such  siezure  and  libel,  to  all  persons  claiming  the  said  650  bales  of  cottoo. 
100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bagging,  160  pieces  of  bagging,  an« 
29  pieces  of  leather,  or  knowing  or  having  anything  to  say  why  this  court  should  noa 
pronounce  against  the  same  according  to  the  i)rayer  of  said  libel,  and  that  they  Ijk 
and  appear  before  the  said  court  to  be  held  in  and  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinoi 
at  the  United  States  court-room,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  in  said  district,  on  the  fir- 
Monday  in  June  next,  if  that  be  a  day  of  Jurisdiction ;  if  not,  then  on  the  first  ~ 
of  jurisdiction  thereafter,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then  and  there 
interpose  a  claim  for  the  same,  and  to  make  their  allegations  in  that  behalf ; 
what  you  shall  have  done  in  the  premises  do  you  then  and  there  make  return, 
gether  with  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  18th  day  of 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  and  of  our  Independence  the  8Bth. 

[L.  8.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk=^ 

MarshaVs  return. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ  I  have  this  day  levied  on  and  attached  the  within  descri 
property  and  made  due  proclamation  thereof,  and  as  said  property  is  perishable 
liable  to  be  destroyed,  I  respectfully  recommend  its  sale,  pending  proceedings  ag 
the  same,  this  19th  day  of  May,  1864. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  Statee  Marth^m. 

Filed  this  19th  day  of  May,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  aef^i 

Notice  of  libel  and  seizure. 

United  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  IlUnoiSf  88 : 

Whereas,  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  L.  Weldon,  United  States  district  *^ 
torney,  filed  a  libel  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  dietriet 
of  Illinois,  against  650  bales  of  cotton,  180  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  roll^  of 
bagging,  180  pieces  of  bagging,  and  29  pieces  of  leather,  in  a  cause  of  condemnation 
and  foiieiture ;  and  whereas,  by-  virtue  of  process  in  due  form  of  law  to  me  directed, 
returnable  on  the  first  Monday  in  June  next,  I  have  seized  upon  and  taken  the  aaid 
property,  and  have  the  same  in  my  custody  :  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  district 
court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  the  United  States  court-room,  in  the  citjoi 
Springfield,  on  the  first  Monday  in  June  next,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premisefl,  fod 
the  owner  or  owners,  and  all  persons  who  have  or  claim  any  Interest,  are  hereby  cited 
to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid,  to  show  cause,  if  any  they  have,  wb^ 
a  final  decree  should  not  pass  as  prayed. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 
United  States  Martkal 

Springfield,  May  20,  1864. 

Certificate  of  puhlication. 

The  undersigued,  publisher  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  published^ 
Springfield,  111.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in  said  pap*^ 
for  fourteen  days  successively ;  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  made  on  %W^ 
21st  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  5th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  Stat«  Register,  per-^ 

D.  0.  C. 

Filed  June  6,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  C7erK 
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•  • 

On  the  said  19th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  following  proceedings 
were  had  in  said  court  In  said  cause,  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  of  sale  pendente  lite. 

The  United  States  ^ 

650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  hales,  8  rolls,  and  160  pieces  of  [  ^  P"^®* 

bagging,  and  29  pieces  of  leather.  J 

• 

It  appearing;  to  the  court,  from  the  return  of  the  marshal  to  the  writ  of  monition 
iwued  in  this  cause,  that  he  has  attached  the  said  650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope, 
16  bales,  8  rolls,  and  160  pieces  of  bagging,  and  29  pieces  of  leather,  and  that  the  same 
are  perishable  and  liable  to  destruction,  it  is  thereupon  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
said  property  be  sold  by  the  marshal  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of  venditioni  ex- 
ponas, to  be  issued  by  the  clerk  of  the  court,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  prac- 
tice of  the  conrt ;  and  that  upon  making  such  sale  the  marshal  deposit  the  proceeds 
thereof  with  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to 
the  order  of  the  court.  It  is  further  ordered  that  said  writ  be  made  returnable  on  the 
second  Monday  of  June  next,  and  that  the  marshal  give  notice  of  said  sale,  by  publi- 
cation in  the  newspaper  designated  by  the  court,  and  also  in  one  or  more  newspapers 
published  in  the  cities  of  Chicago,  Saint  Louis,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  venditioni  exponas  was  issued,  directed  to  the  marshal  of 
said  district  to  execute,  and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  2l8t  day  of  June,  in  the 
year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together 
with  the  return  of  the  marahal  thereto  and  the  certificate  of  deposit  filed  therewith, 
ire  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

Venditioni  exponae, 

UxiTED  States  of  America,  • 

Southern  District  of  Illinoie,  as  : 

The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting : 

Whereas  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  south- 
ern district  of  Illinois,  on  the  18th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  by  Law- 
rence Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and 
^balf  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  of  all  other  persons  concerned,  against 
650  bales  of  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bagging,  160 
pieces  of  bagging  and  29  pieces  of  leather,  praying  that  the  same  may  be  condemned 
ind  sold  for  tne  causes  in  said  libel  alleged ;  and  whereas  the  above  described  prop- 
erty has  been  attached  by  process  issu^  out  of  said  district  court  in  pursuance  of 
^hesaid  libel,  and  is  now  in  custody  by  virtue  thereof,  and  such  proceedings  have 
*^n  thereupon  had,  that  by  the  decree  of  said  court  in  this  cause  made  on  the  nine- 
teenth day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  ei^ht  hundred  and  sixty- 
fi>nr,the  said  above-described  property  was  ordered  to  be  sold  by  you,  the  said  mar- 
>bal,  after  giving  ten  days'  notice  of  such  sale  according  to  law :  Therefore,  you,  the 
ttid  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to  cause  said  above-described  property  to  be 
eold  in  manner  and  form,  upon  the  notice,  and  at  the  time  and  place  required  by  law, 
and  that  you  deposit  the  money  arising  from  such  sale  with  the  assistant  treasurer 
of  the  United  States  at  St.  Louis ;  and  nave  yon  a  certificate  thereof,  together  with  a 
retnm  of  your  proceedings  hereon,  in  said  court  at  Springfield,  in  said  district,  on  the 
^  Monday  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- 
wnr,  and  have  you  also  then  and  there  this  writ. 

,  Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  19th  day  of  May, 
lA  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-four,  and  of  our  Inde- 
pendence the  eighty-eighth. 

[1-8.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  C/erfc. 

Notice  of  sale — United  States  marshars  sale  in  admiralty. 

By  virtue  of  a  writ  of  sale  issued  out  of  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
Wttthem  district  of  Illinois  in  admiralty,  dated  on  the  19th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864, 
^11  be  sold  at  public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder  for  cash,  at  Cairo,  in  said  district, 
jy  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.D.  1864,  the  following  described  property,  to  wit,  650  bales 
^  cotton,  100  coils  of  rope,  16  bales  of  bagging,  8  rolls  of  bagging,  160  pieces  of  bap- 
jP^g  and  29  pieces  of  leather,  the  same  having  been  ordered  by  the  court  to  be  sold 
™r  the  benent  of  those  whom  it  may  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  Stales  Marshal. 

OPRIKGFIELD,  III.,  May  20, 1864. 
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Certificate  of  publication, 

TheuDdersigiied,  publisher  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  pablished  ^ 
Springfield,  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in  sai« 
paper  for  10  days  successively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  made  on  ttB.« 
21st  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  Ist  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 
Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Co.,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  per — 

D.  O.  C. 
Filed  June  21,  1864. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Cleric, 

MarskaVs  return  to  venditioni  exponcu. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ  I  sold,  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  within-de- 
scribed property,  for  the  sum  of  $272,437.39,  and  have  deposited  the  same  with  the 
assistant  United  States  treasurer  at  Saint  Louis,  the  certificate  of  which  deposit  I 
new  return  with  this  writ. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Afarahal 
Filed  June  21,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Certificate  of  depoHt. 

$272,437.39.  Office  of  Assistant  Treasurer  United  States, 

Saint  Louis f  Mo,,  June  18, 1864. 

I  certify  that  D.  L.  Phillips,  United  States  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of 
Illinois,  has  this  day  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States 
for  said  district,  in  the  case  of  The  United  States  vs,  650  bales  of  cotton,  &c.,  $272,437.39, 
proceeds  of  sale  in  said  cause. 

BEN.  FARRAR, 
Assistant  Treasurer. 

Filed  June  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

On  the  2l8t  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  came  again  the  said  Lawrence 
Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  and  filed  in  the  office  of 
the  clerk  of  said  court  a  libel  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  all  others  concerned, 
against  768  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  prize,  which  said  libel  is  in  the 
words  and  figures  following,  to-wit : 

Libel, 

District  court — In  prize. 

United  States*  of  America, 

Southei'n  District  of  Illinois,  ss  : 

Be  it  remembered,  that  on  the  2lHt  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  before  the  Hon.  Samae!' 
H.  Treat,  judge  of  the  said  court,  comes  Lawrence  Weldon,  district  attorney  for  th^ 
United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  of  aLj 
other  persons  concerned,  propounds  and  gives  the  said  judge  to  understand  and  b~^ 
informed  that  on  or  about  the  Ist  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1864,  on  waters  navigable  to  th^« 
sea  by  vessels  of  ten  or  more  tons  burden,  or  on  lands  adjacent  thereto,  the  navyczz: 
the  United  States  did  seize  as  lawful  prize  of  war  the  following,  to-wit,  788  bales  ai 
52  sacks  of  cotton,  which  are  now  at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  the  jurisdiction < 
this  court. 

The  said  attorney  alleges  that  all  and  singular  the  premises  are  true  and  within  t1 
prize  jurisdiction  of  this  court,  and  that  all  of  the  said  x^roperty  so  captured  is  lawf 
prize  of  war. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  issue  agaii 
said  property,  and  the  monition  of  this  honorable  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  mi 
and  that  all  persons  interested  in  said  property  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer 
and  singular  the  allegations  of  this  libel;  and,  all  due  proceedings  being  had,  y<^"« 
honor  will  .adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  as  prize  of  war,  a:xa< 
that  the  proceeds  thereof  may  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDON, 
United  States  Attorney^ 

Filed  May  21.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CZ«rIp. 
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Whereapoo  the  following  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  in  said  cause,  and  en- 
tered of  recordi  to- wit : 

Order  far  process. 

The  United  States  ) 

r.  >  In  prize. 

786  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton.    ) 

It  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  a  writ  of  monition  issue  in  this  cause  returnable  on 
tliesecoDd  Monday  of  June  next. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  issued  against  said  property, 
directed  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  to  execute,  and  was  after- 
wards, to-wit,  on  the  23  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  mar- 
shal duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  the  marshal  thereto, 
are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to-wit : 

Attachment  and  monition. 

United  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  JllinoiSf  ss : 

The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  greet- 
ing: 

Whereas  a  libel  hafch  been  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Boothem  district  of  Illinios,  onthe  21st  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  sixty-four,  by  L.  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United 
States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  of  all  other 
persons  concerned,  against  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cottou^for  reasons  and  causes  in 
said  libel  mentioned,  and  praying  the  usual  process  and  monition  of  the  said  court  in 
that  behalf  to  be  made,  and  that  all  persons  naving  or  pretending  to  have  any  right, 
title,  or  interest  therein  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer  all  and  singular  the 
matters  in  said  libel  articulately  propounded,  and  that  this  court  would  be  pleased 
toproDonnce  for  the  condemuation  thereof,  as  lawful  prize  of  war:  You  are  therefore 
cominaDded  to  attach  the  said  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  and  to  detain  the 
same  in  your  custody  until  the  further  order  of  this  court  respecting  the  same,  and  to 
give  due  notice  by  publication  in  the  Illinois  State  Register  for  fourteen  days  previous 
to  the  day  of  trial  of  such  seizure  and  libel,  to  all  persons  claiming  the  said  788  bales 
And  52  sacks  of  cotton,  or  knowing  or  having  anything  to  say  why  this  court  should 
iiot  pronounce  against  the  same,  according  to  the  prayer  of  said  libel,  and  that  they 
Iw  and  appear  before  the  said  court,  to  be  held  in  and  for  the  southern  district  of 
Ulinois,  at  the  United  States  court-room,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  in  said  district,  on 
the  second  Monday  in  June  next,  if  that  day  be  a  day  of  jurisdiction,  if  not,  then  on 
the  first  day  of  jurisdiction  thereafter,  at  10  o^clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then 
And  there  to  interpose  a  claim  for  the  same,  and  to  make  their  allegations  in  that 
behalf;  and  what  you  shall  have  done  in  the  premises,  do  you  then  and  there  make 
J^tum,  together  with  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  21st  day  of  May, 
*ii  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-four,  and  of  our  Inde- 
pendence the  eighty-eighth. 

[L.8,]  GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,  Clerk. 

MarshaVs  return. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ  I  have  attached  and  seized  the  within-described  property, 

y  is  perishable  and  liable 
proceedings,  on  this  23d 


^d  made  due  proclamation  of  the  same ;  and  as  said  property  is  perishable  and  liable 
w  be  destroyed,  I  respectfully  recommend  its  sale,  pending  proceedi 
^y  of  May,  1864. 

Filed  this  23d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864. 


D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Marshal. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 


Notice  of  libel  and  seizure. 

^JHTEi)  States  of  Amei  ica. 

Southern  District  of  Illinois,  ss. : 

Whereas,  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  L.  Weldon,  United  States  district 
n 'P^y?  fil®^  *  libel,  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district 
J'Jj.'linois  against  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  condemnation  and 
™neiture;  and  whereas  by  virtue  of  process  in  due  form  of  Vaw  lo  \we^^\i^cV.^\^x^- 
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tumable  on  the  second  Monday  in  Jnne  next,  I  have  seized  upon  and  taken  the  sa 
property,  and  have  the  same  in  my  custody — 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  district  court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  t 
United  States  court-room,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  on  the  second  Monday  in  Ju 
next,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premises,  and  the  owner  or  owners,  and  all  persons  w 
have  or  claim  any  interest  are  hereby  cited  to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and  pla 
aforesaid,  to  show  cause,  if  any  they  have,  why  a  final  decree  should  not  pass 
prayed. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Mankal 

Springfield,  May  23,  1864. 

Certificate  of  publication. 

The  undersigned,  publishers  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  pubh'she 

at  Springfield,  111.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in  eai 

paper  for  fourteen  days  successively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  mad 

on  the  24th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1664. 

Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  per— 

Filed  June  13, 1864. 

D.  O.  C. 
GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,  CUfl. 

On  the  said  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  following  further  pn 
ceedings  were  had  in  said  court  in  said  cause,  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit: 

Order  of  Bale  pendente  lite. 

The  United  States  ) 

tr.  V  In  prize. 

788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton.  ) 

It  appearing  to  the  court  from  the  return  of  the  marshal  to  the  writ  of  monitioi 
issued  in  this  cause  that  he  has  attached  the  said  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  anc 
that  the  same  is  perishable  and  liable  to  destruction,  it  is  thereupon  ordered  by  tbc 
court  that  the  said  property  be  sold  by  the  marshal  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  writ  oi 
venditioni  exponas,  to  be  issued  by  the  clerk  of  this  conrt  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  and  practice  of  the  court,  and  that  upon  making  such  sale  the  marshal  depoat 
the  proceeds  thereof  with  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Ix>ai>f 
subject  to  the  order  of  the  conrt.  It  is  further  ordered  that  said  writ  be  made  retarnsble 
on  the  second  Monday  of  Jane  next,  and  that  the  marshal  give  notice  of  such  sale  by 
publication  in  the  newspaper  designated  by  the  court,  and  also  in  one  or  more  newi- 
papers  published  in  the  cities  of  Chicago,  Saint  Louis,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  venditioni  exponas  was  issued,  directed  to  the  manhsl  oi 
said  district  to  execute,  and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  2l8t  day  of  June,  in  the 
year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together 
with  the  return  of  the  marshal  thereto,  and  the  certificate  of  deposit  filed  therewith, 
are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

Venditioni  exponas. 

United  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  IllinoiSy  ss: 

The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  gre^^ 

ing: 

Whereas  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  conrt  of  the  United  States  for  the  sontben^ 
district  of  Illinois,  on  the  2l8t  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  by  L.  Wei- 
don,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  bebali^ 
the  United  States,  and  of  all  other  persons  coucemed,  against  788  bales  and  52  8tc» 
of  cotton,  praying  that  the  same  may  be  condemned  and  sold  for  the  caases  in  f^ 
libel  alleged ;  and  whereas  the  said  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton  has  been  attached 
by  process  issued  out  of  said  district  court  in  pursuance  of  the  said  libel,  and  i^D^^ 
in  custody  by  virtue  thereof,  and  such  proceedings  have  been  thereupon  had  thst,by 
the  decree  of  said  court  in  this  cause  made  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  ej^ 
Lord  1864,  the  said  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton  was  ordered  to  be  sold  by  yoo,tDe 
said  marshal,  after  giving  ten  days'  notice  of  such  sale  according  to  law : 

Therefore  you,  the  said  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to  cause  the  said  788  wf^ 
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and  52  sacks  of  cotton  to  be  sold,  in  manner  and  form,  upon  the  notice,  and  at  fcbe 
time  and  place  required  by  law,  and  that  yon  deposit  the  money  arising  from  such 
sale  with  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis,  and  have  you  a 
certificate  thereof,  together  with  a  return  of  your  proceedings  hereon,  in  said  court 
at  Springfield,  in  said  district,  on  the  second  Monday  in  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1664,  and  have  you  also  then  and  there  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  2^1  day  of  May,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  and  of  our  Independence  the  H8th. 

[LS.]      '  GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,  Cleric, 

Notice  of  sale. —  United  Stutea  marahaVa  sale  in  {idmiralti/. 

By  Tirtae  of  a  writ  of  sale  issued  out  of  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
WQtbem  district  of  Illinois,  in  admiralty,  dated  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864, 
will  be  sold  at  public  sale,  to  the  highest  and  best  bidder  for  cash,  at  Cairo,  in  said 
district,  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  following-described  property,  to  wit, 
788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  ordered  by  the  court  to  be  sold  for  the  benefit  of 
whom  it  may  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Marshal. 
8PWNGFIKLD,  lLi«,  May  23,  1864. 

Certificate  of  publication. 

The  nndersigned,  publisher  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  published  at 

Springfield,  HI.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in  said  paper 

for  ten  days  successively,  the  first  pubUcatiou  thereof  having  been  made  on  the  24th 

day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  4th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  per — 

Filed  June  21,  1864. 

D.  0.  C. 
GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerl:, 
MarahaVs  return. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ,  I  sold  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  within-de- 
scribed property,  for  the  sum  of  $321,824.19,  and  have  deposited  the  same  with  the  as- 
nstant  United  States  treasurer  at  Saint  Louis,  the  certificate  of  which  deposit  I  now 
i«tum  with  this  writ. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  Statea  Marahal, 
Filed  June  21,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 
Certificate  of  depoait, 

1321,824.19.]  Office  of  Assistant  Treasurer  United  States, 

Saint  Lonia,  Mo.,  June  18,  1864. 

I  certify  that  D.  L.  Phillips,  U.  S.  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  has 
•his  day  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  said  dis- 
trict, in  the  case  of  the  United  States  va,  788  bales  anf  52  sacks  of  cotton,  $.321,824.19, 
proceeds  of  sale  in  said  cause. 

BEN  FARRAR, 

Asaiaiant  Treaaurer. 
Piled  June  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

On  the  said  21st  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  said  Lawrence  Weldon, 
«J»trict  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  also  tiled  in  the  office  of  the 
^lerkof  said  court  a  libel  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  all  others  concerned, 
'Siinst  four  hundred  and  nine  bales  and  one  one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  sacks  of 
^tton,  in  a  cause  of  prize,  which  said  libel  is  in  the  words  and  tigures  following,  to 

Libel. 

.  District  court — In  prize. 

Rioted  States  of  America, 

Southern  Diatrict  of  lUinoia,  aa: 

Be  it  remembered  that,  on  the  2l8t  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  before  the  Hon.  Samuel 
«•  Treat,  judge  of  the  said  court, 'comes  Lawrence  Weldon,  district  attorney  for  the 
United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United  States,  wvd  of 
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all  other  persons  concerned,  propounds  and  gives  the  said  jndge  to  understand  ai 
be  informed  that  on  or  about  the  first  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1864,  on  waters  navigable 
the  sea  by  vessels  of  ten  or  more  tons  burden,  or  on  lauds  adjacent  thereto,  the  Na^ 
of  the  United  States  did  seize  as  lawful  prize  of  war  the  following,  to  wit:  Four  ho 
dred  and  nine  bales  and  one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  sacks  of  cotton,  which  are  nci 
at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court. 

The  said  attorney  alleges  that  all  and  singular  the  premises  are  true  and  witb 
the  prize  jurisdiction  of  this  court,  and  that  all  of  the  said  property  so  captured 
lawful  prize  of  war. 

Wherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  issue  agaiui 
said  property,  and  the  monition  of  this  honorable  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  madi 
and  that  all  persons  interested  in  said  property  maybe  cited  to  appearand  answer  aJ 
and  singular  the  allegations  of  this  libel;  and  all  due  proceedings  being  had,  yoa 
honor  will  adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  as  prize  of  war,  aoi 
that  the  proceeds  thereof  may  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDON, 
United  States  Atiomen. 

Filed  May  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,  Clerk, 

« 

Whereuiion  the  following  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  in  said  cause,  and  en 
tered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  for  process. 


The  United  States 

t?.  )•  In  prize. 

409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton. 


J 


It  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  a  writ  of  monition  issue  in  this  cause,  returnable  oi 
the  second  Monday  of  June  next. 

And  thereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  issued  against  said  property 
directed  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois  to  execute,  and  was  after 
wards,  to  wit,  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  I'eturned  by  said 
marshal  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  the  marehal 
thereto,  are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Attachment  and  monition, 

UxiTKD  States  of  America, 

SoHlhern  District  of  Illinois^  ss : 

The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting : 

Whereas  a  libel  hath  been  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  tbe 
southern  district  of  Illinois  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1H64,  by 
L.  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  be- 
half of  the  United  States,  and  of  all  other  persons  concerned,  against  409  baleflandlSS 
sacks  of  cotton,  for  reasons  and  causes  in  said  libel  mentioned,  and  praying  the  usual 

Erocess  and  monition  of  the  said  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  made,  and  that  all  persooa 
aving,  or  pretending  to  have,  any  right,  title,  or  interest  therein  maybe  cited  to 
appear  and  answer  all  and  singular  the  matters  in  said  libel  articulately  propounded, 
and  that  tliis  court  would  be  pleased  to  pronounce  for  the  condemnation  thereof  as 
lawful  prize  of  war:  You  are  therefore  commanded  to  attach  the  said  409  bales  and 
139  sacks  of  cotton,  and  to  detain  the  same  in  your  custody  until  the  further  order oi 
this  court  respecting  the  same,  and  to  give  due  notice,  by  publication  in  the  Illinois 
State  Register  for  fourteen  days  previous  to  the  day  of  trial,  of  such  seizure  ftud  libel 
to  all  perrioiis  claiming  the  said  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  or  knowing  or  hav- 
ing anything  to  say  why  this  court  should  not  pronounce  against  the  same  according 
to  the  prayer  of  said  libel,  and  that  they  be  and  appear  before  the  said  court,  to  be 
held  in  and  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  at  the  United  States  court-rciora  in  the 
city  of  Springfield,  in  said  district,  on  the  second  Monday  in  June  next,  if  that  be  a 
day  of  jurisiliction ;  if  not,  then  on  the  first  day  of  jurisdiction  thereafter,  at  ten 
o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then  and  there  to  interpose  a  claim  for  the  same 
and  to  make  their  allegations  in  tliat  behalf.  And  what  you  shall  have  doue  in  the 
premises  do  you  then  and  there  make  return,  together  with  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  twenty-first  day  ol 
May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-four,  and  of  oar 
independence  the  eighty-eighth. 

[L,8.J  GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,  Clerl. 
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MarshaVs  return, 

]y  YirtDe  of  this  writ  I  have  attached  and  seized  the  withiu-described  property 
I  made  dae  proclamation  thereof,  and  as  said  property  is  perishable  and  liable  to 
destroyed,  I  respectfully  recommend  its  sale  pending  proceedings,  on  the  i^d  day 
day,  1«64, 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  Slates  Marshal. 

lied  this  23d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Notice  of  libel  and  seizure, 

iTBD  States  of  America, 
Southern  District  of  Illinois,  ss : 

Vhereas,  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  L.  Weldon,  United  States  district  at- 
Dey,  tiled  a  libel  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district 
[llinois,  against  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  coudemoation  and 
feiture ;  and  whereas  by  virtue  of  process  in  due  form  of  law  to  me  directed,  re- 
liable on  the  second  Monday  in  Juno  next,  I  have  seized  upon  and  taken  the  said 
iperty,  and  have  the  same  in  my  custody — 

lotice  is  hereby  given  that  a  district  court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  the 
ited  States  court-room  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  on  the  second  Monday  in  June 
ct,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premises,  and  the  owner  or  owners,  and  all  persons  who 
re  or  claim  any  interest,  are  hereby  cited  to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  and  place 
resaid,  to  show  cause,  if  any  they  have,  why  a  final  decree  should  not  pass  as 
yed. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Marshal, 

i^RiMGFiELD,  Ijll.,  May  23,  1864. 

Certificate  of  publication, 

'be  nndemigned,  publishers  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  published 
Springfield,  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in 
1  paper  for  fourteen  days  successively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been 
de  on  the  24th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  8tb  day  of  June,  A.  D. 

llinois  State  Register  Printing  Co.,  publishers  Hlinois  State  Register,  per — 

D.  O.  C. 
lied  Jnne  13,  A.  D.  1864. 

GO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

^  the  said  twenty -third  day  of  May,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  following  far- 
r  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court-,  in  said  cause,  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  of  sale  pendente  lite. 


The  United  Stotes 

V. 

bales  and  139  saoka  of  ootton 


>  In  prize. 


'  appearing  to  the  coort,  from  the  return  of  the  marshal  to  the  writ  of  monition 
ed  m  this  canae,  that  he  has  attached  the  said  four  hundred  and  nine  bales  and 
hondred  and  thirty-nine  sacks  of  cotton,  and  that  the  same  is  perishable  and 
le  to  be  destroyed,  it  is  thereupon  ordered  by  the  oourt  that  the  said  property  be 
by  the  marshal  ander  and  by  virtae  of  a  writ  of  venditioni  exponas,  to  be  issued 
ht  clerk  of  this  court  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  court,  and 
t  Qpon  making  aach  sale  the  marshal  deposit  the  prooeeds  thereof  with  the  assist- 
treaaarer  of  tne  United  Statea  at  St.  Louis,  sabjeot  to  the  order  of  the  court. 
I  farther  ordered  that  said  writ  be  made  returnable  on  the  second  Monday  of  Jnne 
t,  and  that  the  marshal  give  notice  of  said  sale  by  publication  in  the  newspaper 
ignated  by  the  court,  ana  also  in  one  or  more  newspapers  published  in  the  cities 
Siieago,  6l.  Looia,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo, 

^ereopion  a  writ  of  venditioni  exponas  was  isaned,  directed  to  the  marshal  of  said 
riot  to  execnte,  and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  twenty-first  day  of  June,  in 
ysar  lairt  afomaid,  reliinied  by  said  marriial  dnly  execnted,  whlcb  a&id  mrVt^  tA- 
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gether  with  the  retarn  of  the  marshal  thereto  and  the  certificate  of  deposit  filed 
therewith,  are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

Venditioni  expanaa. 

United  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  Illinois,  88 : 

The  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  lUinoiB, 

greeting : 

Whereas  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  sonthern 
district  of  Illinois,  on  the  2l8t  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  by  L.  Weldon, 
district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the 
United  States,  and  of  all  other  persons  coucerned,  against  409  bales  and  139  Backs  of 
cotton,  praying  that  the  same  may  be  coudemned  and  sold  for  the  causes  in  said  libel 
alleged  ;  and  whereas  the  said  409  bales  aud  139  sacks  of  cotton  has  been  attached  by 
process  issued  out  of  said  district  court  in  pursuance  of  the  said  libel,  and  is  now  in 
custody  by  virtue  thereof,  and  such  proceedings  have  been  thereapon  had  that  by  a 
decree  of  said  court,  iu  this  cause  made  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  in  the  year  of  oar 
Lord  1864,  the  said  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton  was  ordered  to  be  sold  by  yoa, 
the  said  marshal,  after  giving  ton  days'  notice  of  such  sale  according  to  law : 

Therefore  you,  the  said  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to  cause  the  said  409  bales 
and  139  sacks  of  cotton  to  be  sold,  in  manner  and  form,  upon  the  notice,  aud  at  the  time 
and  place,  required  by  law,  and  tnat  you  deposit  the  money  arising  from  such  sale  with 
the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis:  and  have  yoa  a  certifi- 
cate thereof,  together  with  a  return  of  your  proceedings  nereon,  in  said  court  at 
Springfield,  in  the  said  district,  on  the  second  Monday  of  June,  in  the  year  of  oar 
Lord  1864,  and  have  you  also  then  and  there  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  23d  day  of  May, in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  and  of  our  Independence  the  eightv-eightb. 

[L.8.]  GEO*.  P.  BO  WEN,  Chrk, 

Notice  of  sale, — Uniitd  States  marshaVs  sale  in  admiralty. 

By  virtue  of  a  writ  of  sale  issued  out  of  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
southern  district  of  Illinois,  in  admiralty,  dated  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1664| 
will  be  sold  at  public  sale  to  the  highest  and  best  bidder  for  cash,  at  Cairo,  in  sai^ 
district,  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864.  the  following  described  property^  to  wit 
409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  the  same  having  been  ordered  by  the  court  to ' 
sold  for  the  benefit  of  whom  it  may  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Marshal. 

Sprinopikld,  III.,  May  23,  1864. 

Certificate  of  publication. 

The  undersigned,  publisher  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  publish^^ 
at  Springfield,  111.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in 
paper  for  ten  days  successively,  the  first  publication  having  been  made  on  the 
day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  la«t  on  the  4th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  pet 

D.  0.  C. 

Filed  June  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  aerk^ 

MarshaVs  return. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ  I  sold,  on  the  8th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1664,  the  within 
scribed  property  for  the  sum  of  $176,958.36,  and  have  deposited  the  same  with  i 
assistant  United  States  treasurer  at  Saint  Louis,  the  certificate  of  which  deposit;  I  n 
return  with  this  writ. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Marshal. 

Filed  June  21,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
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Certifioaie  of  di^9o«ii. 

$176,958.36.]  Officb  op  Assistant  Treasurer  United  States, 

Saint  Loui9,  Mo,,  June  18, 1864. 

I  certify  that  D.  L.  PbillipH,  United  States  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of  Illi- 
nm,  has  this  day  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  district  court  of  the  Uuited  States 
for  uid  district,  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton, 
$176,958.36,  proceeds  of  sale  in  said  cause. 

BEN.  PARRAR, 
Aasislant  Trtaaurer. 
Piled  Jane  21, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

On  the  third  day  of  June,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  came  ap^ain  the  said  Lawrence 
WeJdoD,  district  attorney  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  ana  filed  in  the  office 
of  the  clerk  of  said  court  a  libel  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  all  others  con- 
^rned,  against  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  in  a  caase  of  prize,  which  said  libel  is  in  the 
words  and  figures  following,  to  wit : 

Libel, 

District  court. — In  prize. 

^Mted  States  of  America, 

Southern  DUtrict  of  IllinoUy  as : 

Be  it  remembered  that  on  the  third  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  before  the  Hon.  Samuel 
H.  Treat,  Judge  of  the  said  court,  comes  Lawrence  Weldon,  district  attorney  of  the 
United  States  for  said  district,  in  the  name  and  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
2^  other  persons  concerned,  propounds  and  gives  the  said  judge  to  understand  and 
■^  informed  that,  on  or  about  the  20th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1864,  on  waters  navigable 
^  the  sea  by  vessels  of  ten  or  more  tons  burden,  or  on  lands  adjacent  thereto,  the 
^avy  of  the  United  States  did  seize,  as  lawful  prize  of  war,  the  following,  to  wit, 
I*OO0  bales  cotton,  which  are  now  at  the  port  of  Cairo,  and  within  the  jurisdiction 
^f  this  c^urt.  The  said  attorney  alleges  that  all  and  singular  the  premises  are 
^x^e  and  within  the  prize  Jurisdiction  ot  this  court,  and  that  all  of  the  said  property 
*o  captured  is  lawful  prize  of  war. 

yrherefore  the  said  attorney  prays  that  process  of  attachment  may  issue  against 
■iud  property,  and  the  monition  of  this  honorable  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  made,  and 
tli«t  all  persons  interested  in  said  property  may  be  cited  to  appear  and  answer  all 
J^Qd  singular  the  allegations  of  this  libel,  and  all  due  proceedings  being  had,  your 
Qoiior  will  adjudge  and  decree  a  condemnation  of  said  property  as  prize  of  war,  and 
tl^at  the  proceeds  thereof  may  be  distributed  according  to  law. 

L.  WELDON,  U.  S.  AtVy, 
Filed  June  3,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cleric, 

And  thereupon  the  following  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  in  said  cause,  and 
•litered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  for  prooeee. 
The  United  Stotes 


J 


«.  ^  In  prize. 

*,O00  bales  of  cotton. 

It  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  a  writ  of  monition  issue  in  this  cause,  returnable  on 
^«^«  third  Monday  of  June  instant. 

.hereupon  a  writ  of  attachment  and  monition  was  issued  against  said  property, 
2^ted  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  to  execute,  and  was  af- 
^Twards,  to  wit,  on  the  4th  day  of  June  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  returned  by  said 
^tt«hal,duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together  with  the  return  of  the  marshal 
hereto,  are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Attachment  and  monition, 

^'STTED  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  lUinoie,  m  : 

^  United  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting : 

^ereas  a  libel  hath  been  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  south- 
^  district  of  Illinois,  on  the  3d  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1^64,  by  Lawrence 
*VtMon,  district  ftttomey  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  In  the  n&me  astflV^^V>A\l  ^t 
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the  United  States  and  of  all  others  concerned,  against  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  for  reasons 
and  canses  in  said  libel  mentioned,  and  praying  the  nsual  process  and  mouition  of  the 
said  court  in  that  behalf  to  be  made,  and  that  all  persons  having  or  pretending  to  have 
any  right,  title,  or  interest  therein  may  be  cited  to  appear,  and  answer  all  and  singnlar 
the  matters  in  said  libel  articulately  propounded,  and  that  this  court  would  be  pleased 
to  pronounce  for  the  condemnation  thereof  as  lawful  prize  of  war: 

You  are  therefore  commanded  to  attach  the  said  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  and  to  detain 
the  same  in  your  custody  until  the  further  order  of  thisoonrt  respecting  the  same,  and 
to  give  due  notice,  by  publication  in  the  Illinois  State  Register  for  fourteen  days  pre- 
vious to  the  day  of  trial,  of  such  seizure  and  libel,  to  all  persons  claiming  the  said  1,000 
bales  of  cotton,  or  knowing  or  having  anything  to  say  why  this  court  should  not  pro- 
nounce against  the  same,  according  to  the  prayer  of  said  libel,  and  that  they  be  and 
appear  before  the  said  court,  to  be  held  in  and  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 
at  the  United  States  court-room  in  the  city  of  Spriu^iield,  in  said  district,  on  the  3a 
Monday  in  June  instant,  if  that  be  a  day  of  jurisdiction,  if  not,  then  on  the  iirst  day 
of  jurit»diction  thereafter,  at  10  o'clock  in  the  forenoon  of  that  day,  then  and  there  to 
interpose  a  claim  for  the  same,  and  to  make  their  allegations  in  that  behalf;  and  what 
you  shall  have  done  in  the  promises  do  you  then  aud  there  make  return,  together 
with  this  writ. 

Witness  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  this  3d  day  of  June,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1864  and  of  our  independence  the  eightv-eighth. 

[L.  8.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

MarshaVs  return. 

By  virtue  of  this  writ  I  have,  this  4th  day  of  June,  1864,  attached  the  within  de- 
scribed property,  and  made  proclamation  thereof,  and  as  said  cotton  is  perishable 
and  liable  to  be  destroyed,  I  respectfully  recommend  its  sale  ]>endiug  proceedings 
against  the  same. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

UniUd  States  Marshal. 
Filed  this  4th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Notice  of  libel  and  seizure. 

United  Statk8  of  America, 

Southern  district  of  lUinoiSj  ss : 

Whereas  on  the  third  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  L.  Weldon,  United  States  district 
attorney,  filed  a  libel  in  this  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  Illinois,  against  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  in  a  cause  of  condemnation  and  forfeit- 
ure; and  whereas  by  virtue  of  process,  in  due  form  of  law,  to  me  directed,  returna- 
ble on  the  third  Monday  in  June,  instant,  I  have  seized  upon  and  taken  the  said^ 
property,  and  have  the  same  in  my  custody — 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  that  a  district  court  of  the  United  States  will  be  held  at  tb 
United  States  court-room,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  on  the  third  Monday  in  Jan 
instant,  for  the  trial  of  the  said  premises,  and  the  owner  or  owners,  and  all  person^ 
who  have  or  claim  any  interest,  are  hereby  cited  to  be  and  appear  at  the  time  an 
place  aforesaid,  to  show  cause,  if  any  they  have,  why  a  final  decree  shonld  not 
as  prayed. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

United  States  Marshal 

Springfield,  III.,  June  4,  1864. 

Certificate  ofpuhlieaHon, 

The  undersigned,  pnblisherB  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  pnblisb- 

at  Springfield,  111.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  pnbliahed  in 

paper  for  fourteen  days  suooeasively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  m 

on  the  5th  day  of  Jnne,  A.  D.  1664,  and  the  last  on  the  20th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  ' 

Illinois  State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register 

D.  O.  CROW 
Filed  June  30,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CIsri 

On  the  said  4th  day  of  Jane,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  following  farther 
ceedings  were  had  in  said  court  in  said  cause  and  entered  of  reoord,  to-wit: 

Order  of  salependenie  Uie. 
The  United  States    ) 

«.  >In  prise. 

1,000  bales  of  ootton.  ) 

It  appearing  to  the  coart,  from  the  retam  of  the  maishal  to  the  writ  of  ■Mmitioo 
issued  in  this  cause,  that  he  has  attached  the  said  1,000  bales  of  ootton,  and  that  tb«       I 

I 
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rishable  and  liable  to  be  destroyed,  it  is  therenpon  ordered  by  tbe  court  that 
H>perty  be  sold  by  tbe  marshal,  under  and  by  virtue  of  a  writ  of  venditioni  eae- 
>e  issued  by  the  clerk  of  this  court,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  prao« 
I  court,  and  that  upon  making  such  sale  the  marshal  deposit  the  proceeds 
th  the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  Unit'Cd  States  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to 
of  the  court. 

ther  ordered  that  the  said  writ  be  made  returnable  on  the  fourth  Monday  of 
mt,  and  that  tbe  marshal  give  notice  of  said  sale  by  publication  in  the  news- 
gnated  by  the  court  and  -  also  in  one  or  more  newspapers  published  in  the 
hicago,  Saint  Louis,  Cincinnati,  and  Cairo. 

renpon  a  writ  of  venditioni  exponas  was  issued,  directed  to  the  marshal  of 
ct  to  execute,  and  was  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  tbe  29th  day  of  July,  in  the 
aforesaid,  returned  by  said  marshal,  duly  executed,  which  said  writ,  together 
etum  of  the  marshal  thereto,  and  the  certificate  of  deposit  filed  therewith, 
words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Venditioni  exponas, 

TAXES  OF  America, 

them  District  of  IllinoiSf  ss : 

id  States  of  America  to  the  marshal  of  the  southern  district  of  Illinois, 

greeting : 

n  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern 
Illinois,  on  tbe  3d  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  by  Lawrence 
liatrict  attorney  of  the  Unit-ed  States  for  said  district,  iu  the  name  and  be- 
e  United  States  and  of'  all  others  concerned,  against  1,000  bales  of  cotton, 
lat  the  same  may  be  condemned  and  sold  for  the  causes  iu  said  libel  alleged ; 
^as  tbe  said  1,000  bales  of  cotton  has  been  attached  by  process  issued  out  of 
ct  court,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  libel,  and  is  now  iu  custody  by  virtue 
lid  such  proceedings  have  been  thereupon  had  that  by  the  decree  of  said 
jis  caUHC  made  on  the  4th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  the  said 
B  of  cotton  was  ordered  to  be  sold  by  you,  the  said  marshal,  after  giving  ten 
ce  of  snch  sale,  according  to  law : 

re  you,  the  snid  marshal,  are  hereby  commanded  to  cause  said  one  thousand 
»tt.ou  to  be  sold,  in  mauuer  aud  form  upon  the  notice,  and  at  the  time  aud 
lired  by  law,  and  that  you  deposit  the  money  arising  from  snch  sale  with 
mt  treasurer  of  the  United  States  at  Saint  Louis ;  and  have  you  a  certificate 
igether  with  a  return  of  your  proceedings  hereon,  in  said  court  at  Spring- 
lid  district,  on  the  fourth  Monday  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1864,  and 
also  then  and  there  this  writ. 

the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge  of  our  said  court,  4th  day  of  June,  in  the 
r  Lord  1864,  and  of  our  independence  the  eighty-eighth. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Xotice  of  sale, —  United  States  marshaVs  sale  in  admiralty, 

le  of  a  writ  of  sale,  issued  out  of  the  United  States  district  conrt  for  the 
listrict  of  Illinois,  in  admiralty,  dat«d  on  the  4th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1854, 
Id  at  ))ublic  sale,  to  the  highest  and  best  bidder,  for  cash,  at  Cairo,  in  said 
H  the  '22i\  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  following  described  property,  to  wit, 
ind  bales  of  cotton,  the  same  having  been  ordered  by  the  court  to  be  sold 
Qefit  of  whom  it  may  concern. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS. 

United  States  Marshal, 
fiELD,  III.,  June  6, 1864. 

Certificate  of  publication, 

lersigned,  publisher  of  the  Illinois  State  Register,  a  newspaper  published  at 
1,  III.,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  notice  was  published  in  said 
ren  days  successively,  the  first  publication  thereof  having  been  made  on  the 
'  Jnne,  A.  D.  1864,  and  the  last  on  the  18th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864. 
State  Register  Printing  Company,  publishers  Illinois  State  Register,  per 

D.  O.  COWLEY, 
ily  29,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

.  Ex.  235 ^22 
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Marshars  returti. 

By  virtae  of  this  writ  I  sold,  on  the  22d  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1864,  the  within-descrili 
cotton,  for  the  sum  of  (447,004.9(),  and  have  deposited  the  same  with  the  assist! 
United  States  treasurer  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  the  certificate  of  which  deposit  is  herewi 
returned,  July  28, 1864. 

D.  L.  PHILLIPS, 

Unittd  Statet  Mar$kal 
Filed  July  29,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Citrk, 
Certificate  of  deposit, 

t447, 004.96.]  Office  of  Assistant  Tkeasurer  United  States, 

Saint  LouiSj  Mo.,  July  27, 1864 

I  certify  that  D.  L.  Phillips,  United  States  marshal  for  the  southern  district  of  I] 
nois,  has  this  day  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  Stal 
for  said  district,  in  the  case  of  the  United  States  re.  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  $447,004.! 
proceeds  of  sale  in  said  cause. 

H.  H.  WERUSE, 
Acting  Aeeistant  Dreaeunr. 
Filed  July  29,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

On  the  7th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  following  proceedings  wei 
had  in  said  court  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit: 

Motion  to  consolidate  caueee. 

The  United  States  v.  650  bales  of  cotton,  &c. 
The  United  States  v.  788  bales  and  52  sacks  cotton,  &,c. 
The  United  States  v,  409  bales  and  l:^  sacks  cotton. 
The  United  States  v.  1,000  bales  of  cotton. 

Now  come  Messrs.  Edwards  and  Brown,  Hay  and  Cnllom,  proctors  for  Comelioi 
Voorhies  et  a2.,  and  enter  their  motion  to  consolidated  the  above-entitled  causes. 

And  afterw  ards,  to  wit,  on  the  14th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  the  fol 
lowing  further  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  of  consolidation. 

The  United  States  ».  650  bales  of  cotton,  &c. 
The  United  States  v,  78H  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton. 
The  United  States  p.  409  bales  and  l,l:i9  sacks  of  cotton. 
The  United  States  ».  1,000  bales  of  cotton. 

The  court,  having  fully  considered,  and  beiug  now  sufficiently  advised  xi'pon  tti 
motion  heretofore  entered  by  Messrs.  JCdwards  &  Brown,  Hay  &  CuUom,  proctors  A 
Cornelius  Voorhies  and  others,  to  consolidate  the  above-entitled  causes — 

It  is  ordered  and  decreed  that  such  motion  be  sustained,  and  that  said  caases  1 
consolidated. 

And  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  16th  day  of  June,  in  the  3'ear  last  aforesaid,  the f^ 
lowing  proceedings  were  had  in  said  court  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

Order  for  proof. 

It  is  ordered  by  the  court  that  either  party  to  any  prize  case  pending  in  this  o6c» 
have  leave  to  take  depositions  therein  upon  commission,  or  upon  giving  the  adver^ 
party  legal  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  taking  the  same. 

And  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  7th  day  of  September,  in  the  year  last  aforesai 
came  Jules  Le  More,  agent  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  claimants  of  830  bales  of  theoci 
ton  libeled  therein,  by  S.  T.  Logan,  esq.,  and  William  M.  Springer,  esq.,  his  ptO 
tors,  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  said  court  his  claim  and  answer  in  said  0^ 
titled  cause,  which  said  claim  and  answer  is  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wi 

Claim  and  answer  of  G.  A,  Le  More  j-  Co, 

United  States  of  America,  southern  district  of  Illinois,  district  court  thereof,  in  ^ 

niiralty. 

The  answer  of  Jules  Le  More,  agent  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  Mo^ 
&,  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  and  Leon  tine  Le  More,  trading  ftf> 
doing  bnsiness  in  the  name  and  style  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  the  owners  of  830bal< 
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of  cotton,  to  the  libels  of  Lawrence  Weldon  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  as  well 
u  all  others  concerned,  against  650,  788,  409,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton,  contained  in 
tli«  consolidated  case,  the  said  830  bales  of  cotton  being  a  part  of  said  lots  of  cotton 
is  the  said  libels  mentioned.  And  now  conies  Jnles  Le  More,  agent  for  and  on  behalf 
of  Gastave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  trading  nnder  the  name  and  style  of 
6.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  the  owners  of  the  said  830  bales  of  cotton  above  mentioned, 
aod  for  answer  to  the  said  libels  of  the  said  Weldon  against  said  cotton,  doth  allege 
ud  propound  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Fint.  That  the  said  Gnstave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  partners  as  afore- 
nid,  are  the  trne  and  bona  fide  owuers  of  the  said  ri30  bales  of  cotton,  and  that  the 
said  Joles  Le  More  is  dul^  authorized  to  put  in  claim  in  their  behalf  to  the  said  cot- 
ton in  this  suit. 

Second.  That  it  is  true,  as  alleged  in  said  libels,  that  said  cotton  was  seized  by  per- 
sons belonging  to  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  but  this  respondent  denies  that  the 
8«d  cotton  was  a  lawful  prize  of  war,  or  belonging  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
States,  or  that  the  same  was  seized  in  waters  navigable  to  the  sea  by  vessels  of  ten 
or  more  tons  bnrden;  but,  on  the  contrary,  this  respondent  avers  said  cotton  was 
afeized  on  land,  and  taken  from  the  Simmons  plantation,  twenty-one  miles  from  the 
(own  of  Monroe,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  where  said  cotton  was  stored  for  safe- 
keeping. 

liiird.  This  respondent  further  alleges  that  the  said  Gnstave  A.  Le  More  and  Leon- 
tine Le  More,  composing  the  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  are  citizens  of  the  £m- 
pue  of  France,  residing  in  Havre ;  that  they  have  never  taken  part  against  the 
United  States  in  aiding  the  present  rebellion,  bnt  have  strictly  obeyed  and  observed 
the  proclamation  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon  III,  enjoining  upon  the  subjects  of  his 
Empire  neutrality. 

Fourth.  This  respondent  further  alleges  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  French  Empire, 
udwas  bom  in  Havre,  in  said  Empire,  and  has  strictly  obeyed  the  proclamation  of 
oeotrahty  b^'  the  Emperor  Napoleon  III. 

Therefore  this  respondent  prays  this  honorable  court  to  pronounce  against  the  de- 
nandof  the  libellants  in  the  aforesaid  libels  mentioned  and  set  forth,  as  to  said  830 
halee  of  cotton,  in  the  said  lots  of  650,  788,  409,  1,000  bales  in  the  said  consolidated 
cue,  and  that  the  same  be  returned  to  him,  as  the  agent  of  the  said  firm ;  and,  in 
c^  the  same  has  been  sold  by  order  of  this  honorable  court,  then  that  th*e  proceeds 
ofiaid  830  bales  be  paid  over  to  this  respondent,  together  with  his  costs. 

JULES  LB  MORE, 

Sworn  and  subscribed  to  before  me  this 7th  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 
Rled  September  7,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

^d  afterwards,  to  wit,  on  the  6th  day  of  November,  in  the  November  special  term 
<>f  said  coart,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1865,  the  following  proceedings  were  had  in 
ttid  court,  in  said  entitled  cause  and  entered  of  record,  to  wit : 

^  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  in 

prize. 

The  United  States 

^  hales  of  cotton,  &c. ;  786  bales  and  52 
^ks  of  cotton,  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of 
cotton,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton. 

Monday,  November  6,  1865. 

Jr^nt,  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge. 
^his  csQse  having  been  heard  upon  the  libels,  the  claim  and  answer  of  G.  A.  Le 
Vote  <t  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  claimants 
^'B30  bales  of  said  cotton,  and  the  proofs  on  file,  and  the  court  having  connidered, 
^d  being  now  snlficiently  advised  in  the  premises,  finds  that  the  said  claimants  are 
^  entitled  to  the  said  8ii0  bales  of  cotton  or  the  proceeds  thereof. 

It  18  therefore  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  the  said  claim  bo 
^i&i8Be<l,  at  the  costs  of  the  claimants,  and  that  execution  issue  therefor, 
^duow  come  the  said  claimants,  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  by 
°lT.  Logan,  esq.,  and  McCleniand,  Broad  well  and  Springer,  their  proctors,  ana 
y^J  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  It  is  therefore  ordered 
Pnhe  court  that  an  appeal  be  allowed  said  claimants,  upon  their  entering  into  bond 
^  the  penalty  of  $2,000,  with  sufficient  security,  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  January 
J'j^xt,  conditioned  to  answer  all  damages  and  costs  that  shall  be  adjuj^ed  a^alns^ 
llieai,  if  they  shall  fail  to  make  good  their  plea. 
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And  afterwardft,  to  wit,  on  the  28tli  day  of  December,  in  the  year  last  afomai 
came  the  said  claimants,  by  8.  T.  Logan,  esq.,  and  McClemand|  Broadwell  a 
Springer,  their  proctors,  and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  said  court  their  appi 
bond  in  said  entitled  cause,  which  said  appeal  bond  is  in  the  words  and  figures  € 
lowing,  to  wic : 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Appeal  from  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  ] 

nois,  in  prize. 

The  United  States 

V, 

650  bales  of  cotton,  &c.,  788  bales,  52  sacks  of 

52  sacks  of  cotton,  409  bales,  139  sacks  of  } 

cotton,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton. 
Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontiue  Le  More 
claimants  of  830  bales  of  cotton. 

Know  all  men  by  these  presents,  that  we,  Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  L 
More,  as  principal,  and  John  A.  McClernand,  Nourman  M.  Broadwell,  and  Williai 
M.  Springer,  as  sureties,  are  held  and  firmly  bound  unto  the  United  States  in  the  sai 
of  $"2,000,  to  be  paid  to  the  United  States;  to  which  payment,  well  and  trub  to  I: 
made,  we  bind  ourselves,  and  each  of  us,  jointly  and  severally,  and  our  and  each  c 
our  heirs,  executors,  and  administrators,  firmly  by  these  presents. 

Sealed  with  our  seals,  and  dated  this  28th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1865. 

The  condition  of  this  obligation  is  such,  that  whereas  the  above-named  Gnstsvei 
Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More  have  prayed  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  tl 
United  States  to  reverse  a  decree  rendered  by  the  district  court  of  the  United  StaXA 
for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  on  the  6th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1865,  iu  fav< 
of  the  United  States  and  against  the  said  Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  Mo: 
in  the  abo>(e-eu titled  cause,  which  appeal  has  been  allowed: 

Now,  therefore,  if  the  above-named  Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  Mo: 
shall  prosecute  their  said  appeal  to  effect,  and  answer  all  damages  and  costs  that  in£ 
be  adju<lged  against  them  if  they  shall  fail  to  make  good  their  pica,  then  this  oblig 
tion  shall  be  void ;  otherwise  the  same  shall  be  and  remain  in  full  force  and  virtu 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO.,  [seal.] 

By  WM.  M.  SPRINGER,  their  aiiorney, 

A.  LE  MORE.  [SKAi.] 

JOHN  A.  McCLERNAND.  [skai.] 

NOURMAN  M.  BROADWELL.     [seal.] 
WM.  M.  SPRINGER.  [seal.] 


Approved  December  28, 1865. 


Filed  December  28, 1865. 


S.  H.  TREAT, 

Dutrict  Judge. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CJerh, 


The  naval  reports  relating  to  the  capture  of  said  cotton,  and  the  documents  a: 
papers  accompanying  the  same,  transmitted  to  said  court  by  the  captors,  and  filed 
the  office  of  the  clerk  of  said  court,  are  in  the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Xaval  reports  and  doeumentM. 

Letter  of  Capt.  A.  M.  Pennock,  reporting  capture  of  650  bales  of  cotton,  &c. 

[Extract.] 

Office  Mississippi  Squadron, 

Mound  City,  III.,  May  13,  li^& 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yon  that  the  following  cottim, captui-ed  by  vt*  s 
belonging  to  this  squadron,  under  command  of  Rear  Admiral  Porter,  is  now  at  Of 
111.,  stored  with  Messrs.  Halliday  &  Co.,  103  bales  cotton,  taken  by  the  Red  Ri 
expedition;  63  bales  cotton,  taken  by  the  Red  River  expedition ;  484  bales  cotu 
taken  by  the  Red  River  expedition,  17  bales  of  which  are  put  in  bags,  the  bales  iiii 
ing  broken  open. 
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I  aim  report  the  following  articles  as  prize  to  the  Red  River  expedition,  viz:  100 
«oib  rope,  16  bales,  8  rolls,  and  160  pieces  bagging,  and  29  pieces  leather. 
Very  respectfully,  yoar  obedient  servant, 

A.  M.  PENNOCK, 
Fleet  Captain  and  Comtnandant  Station. 
Hon.  S.  H.  Treat, 

17.  S.  Judge  for  the  eouthem  dietrict  of  IlHnoi$t  Springfield,  IlL 

Filed  May  18, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Letter  of  Rear-Admiral  D.  D.  Porter,  concerning  484  bales  of  cotton^  reported  as  b^ 

longing  to  Red  River  expedition. 

Mississippi  Squaorox,  Flao-Ship  Black  Hawk, 

Mound  City,  May  31,  1864. 

Sir:  On  the  13th  instant  Captain  Pennock  reported  to  yon  484  bales  cott'On  be- 
lonmg  to  the  Red  River  expedition.  This  should  have  been  put  down  to  the  credit 
ofthe  Oaachita  River,  and  tne  following  vessels  are  entitled  to  a  share:  Black  Hawk, 
Fort  Hindman,  Cricket,  Eastport,  Lafayette,  Neosho,  Ozark,  Osage,  Choctaw,  Chil- 
licothe,  Louisville,  Carondelet,  Benton,  Pittsburg,  Mound  City,  Essex,  Lexington, 
OoMhita,  Gazelle,  Kenworth,  Juliet,  Avenger. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

DAVID  D.  PORTER, 

Bear  AdmirdL 

Hon.  8.  H.  Treat, 

U,  8,  District  Judge,  Springfield,  111. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Utter  of  Capt.  A.  M.  Pennock,  reporting  capture  of  788  bales,  52  sacks,  and  1,412 
bales,  139  sacks  cotton,  by  Red  and  Ouachita  River  expedition. 

Office  of  Mississippi  Squadron, 

Mound  City,  HI,  May  18,  1864. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  following  cotton  is  now  stored  with 
Messrs.  Halliday  Bros.,  Cairo,  111.,  it  having  been  captured  by  voHsels  belonging  to 
tbissqnadron,  under  command  of  Rear- Admiral  D.  D.  Porter,  viz :  Seven  hundred  and 
^gbty-eight  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  captured  by  the  Red  and  Ouachita  River 
^podition;  1,412  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  captured  by  the  Ouachita  River  ex- 

rlitioQ.  I  herewith  inclose  a  letter,  dated  May  2,  1864,  from  Lieut.  Commander  K. 
fireeoe,  commanding  U.  S.  S.  Black  Hawk,  in  relation  to  the  former  lot,  and  a  letter 
^Qi  Lient.  Commander  F.  M.  Ramsay,  commanding  U.  S.  S.  Choctaw,  dated  April 
Slat,  1864,  in  relation  to  the  latter  lot. 

Veiy  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  M.  PENNOCK, 
Fleet  Captain  and  Commandant  Station, 
Hon.  S.  H.  Treat, 

United  Statee  Judge  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  Springfield,  III. 

Filed  May  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

^tterof  Lieut.  Commander  K.  R.  Breese,  concerning  cotton  captured  on  Red  and 

Ouachita  Rivers. 

Mississippi  Squadron,  Flag-Ship  Black  Hawk, 

Mouth  Red  Hirer,  May  2,  1864. 
8iR:  I BQQ^  up  |)y  i\^Q  jke  Hammett  a  barge  loaded  with  cotton,  being  a  portion  of 
^at  captured  on  the  Red  and  Ouachita  Rivers.     I  do  not  know  the  number  of  bales 
^Qtained  in  the  barge,  not  having  the  account  in  my  possession. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

IC.  R.  BREESE, 
Lieut.  Commander,  Commanding. 
^apt.  A.  M.  Pennock, 

Fleet  Captain  and  Commandant,  Naval  Station,  Cairo,  III. 

^Ued  May  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
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Letter  of  Lieut.  Commandor  F.  M.  Ramsay,  concerning  cotton  captoied  on  Oaachita 

River. 

U.  S.  S.  Choctaw  (off  Mouth  of  Rkd  River), 

Jpril  21,  1864. 

Sir:  I  send  on  by  the  V.  F.  Wilson  three  barges  of  cotton,  captnred  by  the  expe- 
dition np  the  Onachita  River.  Another  barge  will  be  sent  up  the  next  tow-boat. 
There  are  2,809  bales  in  all.  Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Foster  had  command  of  the 
expedition,  and  would  have  written  you  to-day  in  regard  to  the  cotton,  but  he  was 
obliged  to  leave  here  very  suddenly. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRANK  M.  RAMSAT, 
Lieut.  CammandeTf  Commanding  Third  IHgtrioL 

Capt.  A.  M.  Pennock, 

Fleet  Captain  and  Commandantf  CairOf  III. 

Filed  May  21,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Letter  of  Capt.  A.  M.  Pennock,  correcting  report  as  to  1,412  bales  of  cotton. 

Office  of  Mississippi  Squadron, 

Mound  City,  III,  May  26, 1864. 

Sir  :  On  the  16th  instant  I  reported  to  you  788  bales  and  52  sackn  of  cotton ;  also 
1,412  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton.    Instead  of  the  1,412  bales  and  139  sacks,  I  should 
have  reported  409  bales  and  139  sacks.    Will  you  please  rectify  any  mistake  in  libel- 
ing the  cotton  which  may  have  occurred  in  consequence  of  my  error  in  reporting  it. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servfmt, 

A.  M.  PENNOCK, 
Fleet  Captain  and  Commandant  StaUou. 
Hon.  8.  H.  Treat, 

U,  S.  Judge  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  Springfield,  III. 

Filed  May  28, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Letter  of  Rear- Admiral  D.  D.  Porter,  reporting  capture  of  1,000  bales  of  ootton. 

Mississippi  Squadron,  Flag-Ship  Black  Hawk. 

Afoiind  City,  May  31,  1864. 

Sir:  I  have  to  report  to  you  1,000  bales  of  cotton  captured  by  Ouachita  River  o: 
pedition,  and  now  at  this  place.     The  following  vessels  are  entitled  to  share  :  BIa^z=;l 
Hawk,  Fort.Hindman,  Cricket,  Eastport,  Lafayette,  Neosho,  Ozark,  Choctaw, Osa;: 
Chillicothe,  Louisville,  Carondelet,  Benton,  PittHburg,  Mound  City,  Essex,  Lexii 
ton,  Onachita,  Gazelle,  Kenwood,  Juliet,  Avenger. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 

DAVID  D.  PORTER, 

^ear-Admiral 
Hon.  8.  H.  Trkat, 

U.  S.  District  Judge,  Springfield,  III. 

Filed  June  3,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cleri 

Letter  of  Capt.  A.  M.  Pennock,  transmitting  letters  and  documents  relating  to     ^oot- 
ton captured  by  Ouachita  River  expedition. 

Office  of  Mississippi  Squadron, 

Mound  City,  III.,  May  28,  l&iC4. 

Sir:  I  send  you  herewith  several  letters  and  documents  relative  to  the  cotton  cap- 
tured by  vestjeis  engajjed  in  the  Black  and  Onachita  River  expedition,  under  com- 
mand of  Rear-Admiral  D.  D.  Porter.    Enclosed  please  find  a  list  of  them. 
Very  respectful h^,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  M.  PENNOCK, 
Fleet  Captain  and  Commandant  of  Station. 
Hon.  S.  H.  Treat, 

U.  S.  Judge  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  Springfield,  III. 


FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS    COMMISSION.  343 

* 

iMt  of  letters*a$id  doeuments  relative  to  cotton  captured  by  the  Black  and  Ovaehila  Siver  eir- 
pcditioHf  9cnt  to  Son,  S,  H.  Treaty  £7.  8,  judge  for  southern  district  of  lUinoiet  by  Capt, 
'A,  M.  Pennock,  May  24,  1864. 

Letter  of  Acting  Master  John  Swaney,  April  12,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Master  John  Swaney,  April  13,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Yolnnteer  Lieut.  Clias.  A.  Wright,  April  14,  1864. 
Receipt  of  Jas.  Menard,  dated  March  24,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Volunteer  Lieut.  Chas.  A.  Wright,  April  15,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Lieut.  Commander  Frank  M.  fi^msay,  April  15,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Lieut.  Commander  Jas.  P.  Foster,  April  15, 1864. 
Affidavit  of  Lieut.  Commander  Byron  Wilson  and  others,  April  11,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Volunteer  Lieut.  Chas.  £.  Wright,  April  10,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Master  T.  McElroy,  April  3,  1864. 
Affidavit  of  B.  Ballard,  April  16,  1864. 

Report  of  Lieut.  Commander  Jas.  B.  Foster,  of  April  11,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Master  J.  S.  Watson,  April  11,  1864.' 
Report  of  Acting  Master  Jno.  Swaney,  April  12,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Volunteer  Lieut.  Chas.  A.  Wright,  April  13,  1864. 
Report  of  Lieut.  Commander  Byron  Wilson,  April  15,  1864. 
Affidavits  of  R.  Dortch,  John  llay,  and  others,  April  11,  1864. 
Report  of  Acting  Master  J.  S.  Watson,  April  15.  1864. 
Report  of  Lieut.  Commander  Jas.  P.  Foster,  April  20,  1864. 
Report  of  J.  W.  Moore,  commander  steamer  Ruby,  April  21,  1864. 
Report  of  Lieut.  Commander  Byron  Wilson,  April  15,  1864. 
Affidavit  of  M.  C.  Hardy,  sheriff  of  Ouachita,  April  18.  1864. 

Letter  of  *Jas.  P.  Foster  to  Admiral  Porter,  concerning  M.  C.  Hardy,  sheriff  of  Oua- 
chita Parish  21,  1864. 

Report  of  Acting  Ensign  J.  W.  Chambers,  commanding  U.  8.  S.  Prairie  Bird,  Apri 
«il864, 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Piled  June  1,  1864. 

^port  of  Lt.  Com'd'r  Jas.  P.  Foster,^ relative  to  cotton  captured  by  Black  River  and 

Ouachita  expedition. 

U.  S.  S.  Lapayettb,  April  20, 1864. 

Sir:  Inclosed  you  will  please  find  detailed  reports  of  the  different  officers  under  my 
^nuDand  in  the  Black  River  and  Ouachita  expedition,  of  cotton  captured,  and  ne- 
S'oea,  refugees,  and  prisoners  taken  on  board ;  likewise  the  affidavits  of  three  differ- 
•yt  persons,  testifying  to  the  character  of  the  cotton  which  we  captured.     You  will 
jV.fiud  a  lettrr  from  M.  Sudeling,  who  claims  forty-throe  bales,  with  affidavits  tes- 
•ifyiDg  to  his  loyalty.    As  to  his  loyalty,  I  know  nothing,  or  of  the  part  he  has  taken ; 
^ot  know  that  the  cotton  which  he  claims  was  formerly  owned  by  the  Confederate 
^[ovemmeni,  which  he  says  ho  bought  in  good  faith  of  Mr.  Waddell,  who  received  it 
^^m  the  Confederate  Government  in  August,  1863.     The  cotton  taken  on  Mr.  Ray's 
P'»ce,  I  gave  a  receipt  of  the  number  for,  at  his  request.    Mr.  Ray  I  believe  to  be  a 
*^esBionist  at  heart,  if  not  avowedly,  and  I  think  it  has  been  throngh  his  influence 
■p.*tmach  of  the  cotton  captured  has  been  spared,  in  hopes  of  getting  out  his  own. 
^^8  family  are  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  secessionists,  and  some  of  them  hold  office  under 
ye  Coufeflerate  Governuicnt.     He,  from  what  I  can  learn,  has  not  held  any  office  un- 
?*»'  the  rebel  Government.     In  talking  to  him  in  relation  to  this  cotton,  I  asked  him 
^ho  was  a  Union  man,  and  if  he  was  willing  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance.     He  re- 
plied that  it  was  impossible;  that  he  could  not  do  so;  that  it  would  jeopardize  his 
*^e.    I  then  told  him  that  I  would  seize  his  cotton,  and  that  he  must  look  to  higher 
*othority  for  adjustment.     My  impressions  are  that  he  is  a  secessionist  of  the  first 
Jjder,  and  would  not  scruple  to  injure  us  in  any  manner  whatever,  if  it  was  not  for 
the  hope  of  realizing  the  cotton  that  this  expedition  has  taken  from  him.    There  are 
l^niong  the  papen*  sent,  two  by  a  Confederate  officer,  exempting  Menard's  cotton  from 
horning,  as  it  had  been, purchased  from  the  Confederate  Government, 
r am,  very  respectfully,  your  ob't  sorv't, 

JAS.  P.  FOSTER, 
Lieut,  Coni'd'r  U.  S,  N,f  Com^d'g  Second  District ^  Miss,  River, 

^«*r-Admiral  David  D.  Portek, 

Commanding  Mississippi  Squadron, 

^led  June  1,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  B0W¥1^,  Cle\k. 
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Report  of  cotton  captnred  by  U.  S.  S.  Juliet  on  Black  and  Oaacbita  River  expeditia 

U.  d.  8.  Juliet,  ofv  Monroe, 

Ouachita  Rivtr,  April  II,  1864^. 

Sir:  In  obedience  with  Toar  instrnctions,  I  have  to  report  to  you  the  follows 
amounts  of  cotton  captured  by  my  veesel  on  the  Black  and  Ouachita  River  exp^ 
tion  under  your  command : 

April  8,  15  bales,  no  mark,  of  steamer  Bayou. 

April  8,  58  bales,  marks  C.  S.  A.,  Simmons,  in  the  woods  below  Simmons's  placs 
tion. 

April  8,  594  bales,  marks  C.  8.  A.,  Simmons,  from  Simmons's  plantation. 

April  9,  116  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A.,  Simmons,  frtim  Ballard's  plantation. 

April  10,  132  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A.,  F.  P.,  from  Barlett's  plantation. 

Total,  915  bales. 

The  594  bales  were  taken  on  the  barge  Fawcett,  in  conjunction  with  your  foK-« 
we  having  checked  them  in  the  barge.  The  two  last-mentioned  lots  are  no^v 
board  the  vessel. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

T.  S.  WATSON, 
Acting  Master  Commanding-^ 

Lieut.  Commander  Jas.  P.  Foster, 

Commanding  Expeditionf  U.  S,  8,  Lafayette. 

Filed  June  1,  1864. 

.  GEO,  P.  BO  WEN,  Clerk 

Report  of  cotton  captured  by  U.  S.  S.  Ouachita,  on  Ouachita  Riter. 

U.  S.  S.  Ouachita,  Mouth  Black  Riveh, 

April  15,  1864. 

Sir  :  The  following  is  a  list  of  cotton  taken  on  board^this  vessel  up  Ouachita  Rivei 

April  8,  17  bales,  covered  with  staves,  iron  bound,  no  owner,  or  abandoned. 

April  9,~125  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A.,  and  afterwards  Simmons. 

April  10,  309  bales,  marked  L.  M. 

April  13,  42  bales,  C.  S.  A.,  cotton  found  abandoned. 

April  15,  5  bales,  no  mark,  from  Scott's  plantation. 

Total,  4U8. 

Very  respectfully, 

BYRON  WILSON, 

Litmt.  Commander^ 

Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Foster, 

Commanding  Expedition  up  Ouachita. 

Filed  June  1,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUriB 

Report  of  cotton  captured  by  U.  S.  S.  Kenwood,  from  Harris's  andSimmons's  plantatS. 

U.  S.  8.  Kenwood,  Washita  River, 

April  12,  18^^ 

* 

Sir:  I  have  taken  on  board  to-day  130  bales  of  cotton  from  E.  W.  Harris's  plav: 
tion,  marked  Waco;  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the  Confederate  Government, *aud   c 
by  the  Government  to  parties  unknown. 
I  have  also  taken  at  Dr.  Simmons's  plantation  17  bales,  marked  C.  S.  A. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  SWANEY, 
Acting  Maeter^  Command^^** 

To  Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Foster, 

Commanding  Washita  expedition^  U.  S.  S,  La/ayette. 

Filed  June  1,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cleri. 
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AiBdavit  of  Byron  Wilaon  and  others,  relative  to  309  bales  of  cotton  claimed  by 

G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

U.  S.  S.  Lapayktte,  ApHl  11, 1864. 

We,  the  undersigned  officers,  heard  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  acknowledge  that  the  cotton 
taken  on  board  by  the  U.  S.  S.  Ouachita  belonged  to  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  (of  which 
firm  he  acknowledges  himself  theageut).  Said  cotton  was  purchased  from  the  Con- 
federate Government,  for  which  the  firm  exchanged  provision  and  clothing.  We  also 
heard  the  same  gentleman  (Jules  Le  More)  say  that  this  cotton  was  paid  for  in  gold, 
At  20  cents  per  pound.    The  number  of  bales  taken  was  309. 

BYRON  WILSON, 

Lieutenant  Commander. 
J.  S.  WATSON, 

Jeting  Master, 
WM.  HARRIS, 

Acting  Ensign, 

Sabscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  11th  day  of  April,  1864. 

JAS.  P.  FOSTER, 
Lieut- Commander,  U,  S,  N,, 
Commanding  second  district,  Mississippi  Hiver, 
Rled  Jane  1,1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

(The  claimants,  by  their  proctors,  object  to  the  admission  of  the  foregoing  affidavit 
^'  Byron  Wilson  and  others,  as  part  of  the  record  in  said  cause.) 

statement  of  B.  Ballard  in  relation  to  cotton  claimed  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and 

Warneken,  Kirchoff  <&  Co.  * 

U.  S.  S.  Lafayette,  Mississippi  River,  April  16,  1864. 

This  in  to  certify  that  the  cotton  seized  by  Captain  Foster  (commanding  the  Black 
fkiyerand  Oiiachita  expedition),  on  the  plantation  formerly  owned  by  Dr.  B.  Ballard, 
^i^  Caldwell  Parish,  La.,  which  was  sold  by  said  Ballard  to  Messrs.*  Tatum  &  Sim- 
1Q0D8,  was  made  on  said  plantation,  and  by  the  agency  of  said  Simmons  was  branded 
^'id  placed  on  the  banks  of  the  river,  to  be  delivered  to  a  French  subject  (aH  he  stated 
^imaelf  to  be)  named  Le  More,  to  be  shipped  to  a  French  mercantile  house,  to  pay  for 
^wchandise  furnished  to  Jefferson  Davis,  president  of  the  Confederate  States  of 
America  (as  I  was  informed  by  Dr.  Simmons),  but  which  was  taken  by  Captain  Fos- 
^^ on  account  of  the  bales  being  marked  C.  S.  A.,  meaning  the  Confederate  States  of 
America. 

Dr.  Simmons  sold  to  Messrs.  Wamecken,  Kirchoff  &  Co.  100  bales  cotton,  the  27th 
''ovember,  which  cotton  was  marked:  I  1,  67  bales;  O  1,  33  bales. 

Dr.  fiallHrd  arranged  with  Mr.  Le  More  to  take  this  cotton  down  with  his  to  New 
vrleane,-  and  deliver  it  to  the  agent  of  Messrs.  Werneken,  Kirchoff  &  Co. 

B.  BALLARD. 


D.  H.  Hayden. 

B.  R.  ESHLKRMAN. 

*^led  June  1,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

(The  claimants,  by  their  proctors,  object  to  the  admission  of  the  foregoing  state- 
went  of  B.  Ballard  as  a  part  of  the  record  in  said  cause.) 
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Report  of  cotton  captured  by  the  veeaeh  of  ike  Black  Mirer  and  Ouachita 


D»to. 

Name  of  TOMel. 

Apr.    8 
8 

Jnliet 

Do 

8 

Do 

9 

Do 

10 
8 

Do 

Ouachita 

6 

Do 

10 

13 

15 

10 

Avenger 

Id 

Do 

14 

Do 

11 

Kenwood 

11 

Do 

•12 

12 

•    18 

15 

11 

Lafayette 

11 

Do 

U 
13 

Do 

Do 

14 

Do 

14 

Do 

Kamber 
balea. 


15 

58 
584 
116 
132 

17 
125 
809 

42 

5 

252 

"•! 

8 

380 

17 

200 

115 

344 

22 

3 

80 

43 

1 

2 

1 


Marks. 


Kone 

C.  S.  A 

C.  S.A 

None 

C.8.  A   

L.M 

C.8.A 

Koue  . .       

F.  P.  &  C.  S.  A 

None  ... 

Po».  bend 

Cr.  G.  W ., 

T.W 

C.  S.  A.,  Waco 

\Jm    O*    ^L  >««•••••• 

U.S.  A 

C.S.A , 

Konc 

iJ.  x.C<.,C/.9.A 

None , 

None 

O.W.S 

Kone 

C.S.  A 

None 


Kemarka. 


Simmons^g  plantation. 

Do. 

Do. 
Bartlett's  plantation. 
Iron  bonnd,  abandoned. 
Also  marked  Simmona. 

Abandoned. 
Scott's  plantation. 
Angus  Swan's  plantation. 


Mixed  lot.    O.  G.  WiUiama. 


\ 

J.  B.  Bambriok. 
£.  W.  Harris's  plantation. 
SinimoDs's  plantation. 
Barllett's  plantation. 
Swan's. 

John  Ray  &,  Bro. 
Butler's  plantation. 
Leuton.  Crosby  &.  Slaughter. 
D.  Brabard. 
Sudeling,  Monroe,  La. 
Columbia,  La. 
Mrs.  Keenan. 
Do. 


Total.  2.725. 

JA8.  P.  FOSTER, 
Lieut,  CpnCtCr,  ConCd^g  2d  dietriotj  Misa,  Bivt 
Rear-Admiral  David  D.  Porter, 

Commanding  MissiaHppi  Squadron, 

The  depositions  and  documents  read  in  evidence  upon  the  hearing  of  said  cans* 
the  words  and  figures  following,  to  wit: 

Deposition  of  Lieut.  Commander  James  P.  Foster,  in  behalf  of  the  United  Sti 
taken  before  George  P.  Bo  wen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States 
the  southern  district  of  Illinois,  at  his  oftice,  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  in  said 
triot,  on  the  26th  day  of  November^  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  What  is  your  name,  age,  and  occupation  ? — A.  James  P.  Foster ;  age,  ihi 
seven  years ;  I  am  lieutcuant-commaud«r  in  the  United  States  Navy. 

Int.  2.  Were  you  engaged  in  the  Red  River  expedition  T — A.  I  was. 

Int.  3.  In  what  branch  of  the  United  States  service! — A.  In  the  naval  service. 

Int.  4.  By  what  branch  of  the  United  States  service  was  the  Red  River  expedi 
conducted  f  When  did  it  commence  f  and  how  far  up  Red  River  did  said  expedil 
go  f  What  obstructions  did  it  meet  from  Confederate  authorities  f  and  in  whose  i 
tary  poHsession  was  the  country  before  said  expedition  went  up  Red  RiverT — A. 
expedition  was  conductecl  by  the  naval  service,  on  the  river;  by  the  Army,  on 
land,  both  acting  together.  Said  expedition  started  up  the  river  in  the  moni 
March,  1804;  the  exact  date  I  don't  know.  I  know  very  little  about  the  Red  R 
expedition.  I  think  it  was  about  the  20th  of  March.  We  met  obstructions,  sad 
forts,  raft«,  and  guerillas,  and  it  was  iu  the  military  possession  of  the  rebel  gov* 
ment,  or,  you  might  say.  iu  the  hands  of  the  enemy. 

Int.  5.  Who  commauded  the  exi)edition  on  the  river? — A.  Admiral  David  D.  Poi 

Int.  6.  State  what  you  may  kuow  of  the  seizure  of  cotton  on  said  expeditiou.- 
Ou  Red  River  I  only  know  of  one  case  that  I  was  connected  with.  That  was  ' 
Robertson,  who  lived  about  2  miles  back  of  Pineyville,  opposite  Alexandria;  I  * 
knew  of  about  130  bales  taken  from  her.  Mrs.  Robertson  was  a  widow.  Sonr 
her  cotton  was  raised  two  yi^ars  previous,  and  some  of  it  was  five  or  six  years  of 

Int.  7.  Were  you  engaged  in  the  Ouachita  expedition?  If  so,  when  did  said  e: 
dition  commence?  By  whom  was  it  conducted?  How  far  up  the  river  did  it 
What  obstruction  or  reHistauce  did  it  meet  from  the  so-called  Confederate  forct 
Government,  and  in  whose  military  possession  was  the  country  penetrated  by 
expedition? — A.  I  was  engaged  in  that  expedition;  it  commenced  on  the  (>tl 
April,  18<>4.  I  was  the  commander  of  the  expedition,  and  went  with  a  part  of 
boats  as  far  as  Ouachita  City.    I  think  it  some  200  miles  up  the  river;  I  am  not  i 
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e  met  with  very  little  obstruction  on  the  river  nntil  we  reached  Monroe ; 
pickets  were  attacked  by  the  enemy's  cavalry ;  the  country  where  we  went 
le  military  poRsession  of  the  enemy. 

What  do  you  know,  if  anything,  of  the  seizure  of  A  lot  of  cotton  claimed  by  a 
be  name  of  Le  M<»ref — A.  All  the  cotton  claimed  by  Le  More  «&  Co.  was  marked 
./'  with  very  few  exceptions.  Whilst  I  was  taking  on  board  cotton  claimed 
rm,  Mr.  Le  More  came  to  me  and  represented  himself  as  the  agent  of  the  house 
re  &,  Co.  He  stated  in  presence  of  witnesses  that  they  had  received  this  cot- 
change  for  grayback  clothing,  which  they  forwarded  to  Kirby  Smith's  army. 
)nly  made  this  statement  in  the  presence  of  three  or  four  officers,  he  also  gave 
lidavit  signed  by  himself,  which  affidavit  w^as  sent  to  Admiral  Porter.  This 
larked  *'C.  8.  A.,"  was  seized  about  one  and  half  miles  below  Monroe,  on  the 
side  of  the  river,  and  not  as  I  know  on  any  particular  plantation.  Mr.  Le 
ted  that  wheo  they  were  burning  cotton  through  that  section  their  cotton 
ected  by  Kit  by  Smithes  army.  This  he  stated  in  answer  to  my  question,  why 
n  was  not  burned  with  the  rest.  There  was  300  and  odd  bales;  it  is 309 
hink.  I  speak  of  all  the  cotton  claimed  by  that  firm,  wherever  taken.  It 
n  from  difl'ereut  points,  and  at  the  Simmons  plantation  there  was  blO  bales,  I 
ptured  there. 

Please  examine  the  paper  now  handed  you,  marked  Exhibit  A,  and  state 
I  know  about  it. — A.  I  took  that  affidavit  and  read  it  to  Le  More,  who  said  it 
ict.  He  also  said  that  the  cotton  be  paid  for  in  gold  was  his  own  cotton,  com- 
.  lot  of  some  200  bales  in  another  lot.  Before  this  talk  with  L^  More  I  had 
i  the  cotton.  As  we  went  up  the  river  I  seized  it  as  we  went ;  put  men  in 
r  it,  and  directed  men  to  put  it  on  the  boats.  A  good  deal  of  it  I  had  guards 
iiough  it  was  not  on  the  boats ;  Le  More  saw  us  taking  it  on  board.  When  he 
nrn  and  saw  us  taking  this  cotton  was  when  w^e  had  this  talk,  and  I  took  this 
shown  me,  and  his  affidavit  I  have  spoken  of.  I  think  over  two-thirds  of  the 
aimed  by  Le  More  was  marked  *'C.  S.  A."  The  conversation  which  I  had 
More  referred  to  all  the  cotton  claimed  by  Le  More  Sc  Co.,  in  all  that  section 
y.  This  cotton,  taken  from  Simmons's  plantation,  and  the  309  bales,  was  all 
low  Monroe. 

>B8-interrogatory  by  Judge  Logan  : 

at  was  the  nature  of  the  obstructions  you  met  with  below  Monroe  f — A.  We 
no  military  obstructions.    They  had  all  been  chased  away  by  an  expedition^ 
led  by  Captain  Ramsay,  some  Hve  weeks  before. 
November  2^5,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CZerJfc. 

Exhibit  A,  referred  to  in  the  deposition  of  James  P,  Foster, 

U.  S.  S.  Lafayette,  April  11, 1864. 

e  undersigned  officers,  heard  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  acknowledge  that  the  cotton 
board  by  the  United  States  steamship  Ouachita  belonged  to  G.  A.  Le  More 
■  which  lirm  he  acknowledges  himself  the  agent ;  said  cotton  was  purchased 
Confederate  Government,  lor  which  the  tirm  exchanged  provisions  and  cloth- 
also  heard  the  same  gentleman,  Jules  Le  More,  say  that  this  cotton  was  paid 
d  at  20  cents  per  pound.     The  number  of  bales  taken  was  309. 

BYRON  WILSON, 

Lieu  ten  ant- Commander. 
J.  S.  WATSON, 

Actirig  Master, 
WM.  HARRIS, 

Acting  Ensign. 

bed  and  sworn  to  before  me,  this  11th  day  of  April,  18(54. 

JAS.  P.  FOSTER, 
uteTtant-Commanderf  U.  S.  N.,  Commanding  Second  District  Mississippi  River. 

ovember  28,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN.  Clerk. 

n  of  Lient.  Com'd'r  Francis  M.  Ramsay,  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  taken 
jeorge  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  lor  the 
D  district  of  Illinois,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  Springiield,  in  said  district, 
;d  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1864. 

le  is  Francis  M.  iKamsay  ;  I  am  a  lieutenant-commander  in  the  Navy  of  the 
ates ;  was  in  command  of  the  United  States  steamer  Choctaw,  of  the  Missis- 
^ron,  while  she  was  attached  to  the  Red,  Black,  and  Ouachita  River  expe- 
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ditions.  When  we  entered  on  the  Oaacbita  expedition  the  whole  conntiy,  from 
north  of  the  Black  River  to  Ouachita  City,  as  far  as  I  went,  was  in  posseasioo  of  t.^ 
rebels.  On  arriving  at  Monroe,  by  order  of  Lient.  Commander  J.  P.  Foster,  commai^ 
ingOnacbita  River  expe<lition,  I  landed,  with  150  armed  men,  and  took  possessions 
the  city.  1  was  introduced  to  a  Mr.  Ra.v,  whose  first  name,  according  to  my  best  r— ^ 
ollection  and  belief,  was  John,  as  the  mayor  of  the  town  of  Monroe,  and  was  inforn^ 
he  could  give  me  any  information  I  desired.  I  questioned  him,  but  was  unable  to 
a  single  answer  of  information.  On  our  way  up  to  Monroe,  at  a  plantation  own< 
•or  called  Simmons  plantation,  we  seized,  to  the  b^«t  of  my  recollection,  abont  700  bi 
•of  cotton,  each  bale  of  which  I  examined,  and  found  *'C.  S.  A."  plainly  markei^^ 
each.  One  of  the  vessels  was  fired  upon  going  up  to  Monroe,  between  Monroe 
Harrisonburg,  and  another  on  returning.  Between  Monroe  and  Ouachita  City  i 
about  700  bales  of  cotton.  It  was  in  two  lots,  one  lot  being  on  Swan's  plantatioi 
the  best  of  my  recollection ;  the  other,  I  think,  on  Bartlett^s  plantation,  all  of  w 
was  plainly  marked,  when  found,  ''C.  S.  A."  on  each  bale.  On  oui  way  dowik^ 
river,  on  a  plantation  of  Ray  Brothers,  known  as  Ray's  plantation,  I  seized  a  qnai 
of  cotton  ;  I  don't  remember  the  number  of  bales,  but  each  bale  was  marked  *' 
A.,"  and  abont  350  bales  of  cotton  in  slabs,  without  any  mark  whatever  upon  it.  T/i 
last,  slab  cotton,  Mr.  Ray,  who  was  on  the  place,  whose  name,  I  think,  was  Jam^^Xj 
but  am  net  positive,  informed  me  was  the  Joint  property  of  himself  and  his  bn>tli«9 
John  Ray.  I  seized  this  latter  cotton  by  order  of  Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Fost^ 
commanding  that  expedition. 

It  was  between  the  5th  and  20th  days  of  April,  A.  D.  1864,  these  several  8eiznir~^ 
were  made.    At  Trinity,  at  the  Junction  of  Black  River,  the  Tensas,  Ouachita,  ^^ 
Little  River,  the  rebels  had  two  forts.     At  Harrisonburg,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  ti»^ 
have  and  had  five  forts.    At  Monroe  they  had  one,  and,  I  think,  two  forts.    Alx^^ 
the  1st  of  March,  1864,  the  three  guns  in  the  forts  at  Trinity  were  captured  by  i^e- 
while  in  command  of  an  expedition  up  the  Ouachita  River,  and  the  day  following  ^*; 
had  a  severe  fight  with  the  forces  under  General  Polignac,  at  Harrisonburg.    Wh"^^ 
the  vessels  were  at  Monroe  a  skirmish  took  place  between  the  crew  of  the  Unit 
States  steamer  Ouachita  and  the  rebels  a  few  mile^  above  a  little  town  the  name 
which  I  don't  now  remember.     It  was  the  first  town  above  Monroe,  I  think,  on  t 
-opposite  bank,  culled  Trenton.     This  place,  Monroe,  had  been  the  rebels'  headquartee== 
and  of  the  rebel  General  Lidell. 

Cross-interrogatories  by  Messrs.  Hay,  Edwards,  and  Springer: 

The  cotton  spoken  of  was  all  sent  to  Cairo,  so  far  as  I  know.    They  were  (?rder= 
to  be  sent  to  Cairo. 

Q.  Did  the  pcrnon  of  whom  you  speak,  on  the  Ray  plantation,  as  James  L. 
•claim  the  ownership  of  any  other  cotton  found  upon  that  plantation  but  the  cottoi 
slabs  f  And  state  what  he  may  have  said  about  the  ownership  of  the  cotton  not 
alabs,  found  on  his  plantation,  and  marked  *'  C.  S.  A." — A.  He  claime<i  only  the  coli 
in  slabs,  but  said  he  had  not  mentioned  this  other  cotton  to  Captain  Foster,  as  he~ 
hoped  to  make  nse  of  it  for  bis  own  benefit,  or  word^i  to  that  efiect. 

Re-examined  by  L.  Wkldon,  Esq. : 

A.  I  wont  up  Red  River  as  far  as  Alexandria ;  the  whole  country,  from  the  mo  ti 
of  that  river  to  Alexandria,  was  in  posHCssion  of  the  rebels  at  the  time  we  entered  *1 
river.  About  1*2  miles  below  Fort  Do  Russey  the  river  was  obstructed,  as  we  focmxM 
by  two  rows  of  piles  driven  across  and  logs  drifted  down  against  the  piles.  Fort  B 
Russey,  with  its  guns  and  part  of  its  garrison,  was  in  possession  of  our  troops  wh^n 
Xot  there.  1  also  found  Alexandria  in  possession  of  the  naval  and  military  force««  « 
the  United  States  when  I  reached  there.  This  wrh  about  the  middle  of  March,  l.>^ 
The  only  cotton  I  seized  on  this  expedition  up  Red  River  was  17  bales,  in  Pi¥i«5 
ville,  each  bale  marked  **  C.  S.  A.";  also  17  bales,  about  two  miles  from  Pi neyv'ill« 
belonging  to  a  Mr.  Gray;  also  30  bales  belonging  to  Dr.  Maddox,  abont  3  miles  Ctod 
Alexandria;  also  81  bales  belonging  to  a  Mrs.  H.  Robertson .  about  2  miles  from  th* 
.  river,  back  of  Pineyville.  I  understand  the  H  in  the  name  of  Mrs.  H.  Robertsoii  »p 
plied  to  her  husband,  and  not  to  her  name.  The  whole  of  the  cotton  captured  oo  tbii 
•expedition  was  ordered  to  be  and  was  sent  to  Cairo,  according  to  my  best  knowledge 
and  belief. 

Deposition  of  Maj.  Gen.  Benjamin  F.  Bntler,  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  tak*** 
*     Ijefore  Nathan  Crosby,  judge  of  the  police  conrt  of  Lowell,  Mass.,  and  special  com- 
missioner at  Lowell,  Mass.,  on  the  12th  day  of  September,  1865. 

Int.  1.  When,  as  one  of  the  military  commanders  of  the  Federal  army,  did  yoa  t^' 
possession,  and  how  long  did  you  continue,  at  New  Orleans? — A.  From  May  1,  I*>*^ 
to  December  16,  lb62. 

lut.  2.  While  at  New  Orleans,  did  you  become  acquainted  with  a  man  by  the  n»o» 
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ttf  Joles  Le  More,  a  French  subject,  who  claimed  to  represent  the  honse  of  6.  A.  Le 
^f^cre  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France? — A.  I  did  become  acqaainted  with  Jules  Le  More 
Trhile  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  who  claimed  to  represent  the  honse  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
Sk.  Co.,  of  Havre,  France. 

lot.  3.  Please  state  all  you  may  know  of  anything  of  the  commercial  operations  of 
G^.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  eitber  through  Juled  Le  More,  as  its  agent,  or  any  other  person. 
State  fully  all  you  may  know,  if  anything,  of  the  honse  of  Le  More  &  Co.,  trading^ 
*iprith  the  rebels,  in  furnishing  them  with  supplies  for  cotton.    Give  a  detailed  st^te- 
znent  of  all  your  knowledge  in  reference  to  said  house. — A.  I  was  informed  through 
'Cle  War  and  State  Departments  that  certain  persons  were  engaged  in  supplying  the 
bel  government  with  clothing.    From  information  I  received,  I  arrested  Jules  L© 
ore  and  Alfred  Le  More,  of  the  firm  of  Edward  Gantherin  <&  Co.,  of  New  Orleans, 
heir  caj^hier  and  bookki^eper,  and  also  the  officers  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  all  of 
liom  were  concerned  in  the  transaction.     From  the  books  and  papers  of  the  firm  of 
autberin  <&  Co.,  and  from  the  confessions  of  Jules  Le  More,  I  learned  tbat  that  house,, 
hrongh  its  correspondents  at  Havre,  **  G.  A.  Le  More,"  had  ]»urcha8ed  a  large  quan- 
ity.some  millions  of  dollars'  worth,  of  clothing  for  the  Confetlerate  army,  in  Fiviers^ 
d  tbat,  through  the  ageucy  of  Jules  Le  Mnre  and  Alfred  Le  More,  had  caused  about 
one-half  of  the  clothing  to  he  delivered  at  Matiimoros,  some  time  in  June,  1H62,  to  one 
£barkin,  the  rebel  quaiterma»>ter  and  agent  for  that  purpose.     That  this  was  paid  for 
^y|405,0OU,  borrowed  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orieann,  by  J.  D.  Bow,  produce  and  cotton 
^entof  the  Coufederate  Government,  on  the  pled):e  of  cottou  which  was  understood 
^obestortd  upon  the  MissiKsipyii  and  its  tributaries.     In  the  mean  time  the  money 
"vas  deposited  with  Count  Mcjau,  French  coumil.for  safe- keeping,  and.  after  the  com- 
pletion of  the  transaction,  was  paid  over  to  Jnlrs  Le  M<»re  in  settlement  of  the  account. 
IthiTpfort^  impristmed  Jnles  and  Alfred  Le  More  for  being  concerned  with  their  cor- 
xvspomlents  and  brothers,  G.  A.  Le  More  A.  Co.,  at  Havre,  in  supplying  the  rebela 
"▼ith  clothing  f<ir  the  r  army,  while  tht»y  were  pretending  to  be  neutral  French  sub- 
JfctH,and  claiming  the  protection  <»1  the  United  States  as  such,  and  I  should  hav& 
tried  Jules  and  Alfred  Le  More  for  their  crimes,  and,  upon  conviction,  should  have 
liaiig»»d  theni,isave  that  I  was  relived  from  the  department  before  I  got  through. 

I  anpf^x  hereto  copien  of  mj^  ottieial  report,  with  the  varions  exhibits,  in  pages  num- 
Iwred  from  1  to  41,  inclusive,  cert i tied  hy  my  signature,  and  which  are,  to  the  best  of 
my  kiiowlcdgo  and  Iwlief,  true  copies  of  the  original  papers,  and  which  originals  were 
the  jreniiine  papers  which  on  their  face  they  purport  to  be. 

My  official  report  contains  a  correct  exhibit  of  the  transaction,  as  far  as  it  came  ta 
niy  knowledge. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  Mere  <&  Co. : 

Int.  1.  If  you  know  anything  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  state  where  the 
flrm  rehided,  and  who  c<miposed  the  firm  ;  also  your  means  of  knowledge. 

Int  2.  D'»  you  know  whether  Jules  Le  More  was  a  member  of  that  lirra,  and  your 
"Jeans  of  knowU-dgef— A.  The  firm  resided  Havre,  France,  anti  was  composed  of  julca 
Le  More  and  G.  A.  I/C  More,  and  others  of  whom  I  have  no  knowle<lge.  The  Le  Mores 
'"ere  brothers  as  well  as  partneis.  My  means  of  knowledge  were  the  examination  or 
^h«  traDsa<-tions  of  the  house,  the  htat«*ments  of  Jules  Le  More  and  Alfred  Le  More^ 
•ndof  ibe  books  of  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  whieli  Jules  and  Alfn*d  were  partners. 

Int.  3.  Do  you  know  anything  of  another  firm  in  New  Orleans,  of  which  Jules  L& 
Mere  was  a  partner,  and  your  means  of  knowledge  f — A.  1  knew  the  firm  of  Gantherin 
^  Co.,  of  which  Jules  and  Alfred  Le  More  were  partners,  and  my  means  of  knowledge 
^erp  as  before  stated. 

Int.  4.  If  you  know  anything  of  the  dealings  of  Jules  Le  More  in  New  Orleans,  state 
'"bether  the  dealings  wire  for  himself  itdividually,  or  for  the  firm  in  New  Orleans,  of 
Jbich  he  was  a  member,  or  as  agent  of  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  T — A.  The 
Jj^a^iugB  of  Jules  Le  More  weie  not  fi»r  hims<'lf  individually,  but  for  the  firm  in  New 
wleans  and  Havre,  of  both  which  he  was  a  partner. 

Int.  5.  If  any  firm  of  Le  M«»re*s  &  Co.  had  dealings  with  the  rebels  for  cotton,  or 
f^niished  the  rebels  wiih  supplies  for  c4)tton,  do  j'ou  know  whether  it  was  the  house 
**^firui  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Franee,  or  Kome  other  house  or  firm,  or  the  firm  or 
^liieh  Jnles  Le  More  was  a  partner  in  New  Orleans ;  wnd  if  you  say  it  was  the  house 
^J  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Franee,  Htate  what  sn]iplie8  were  fnrniKhed  the  rebels  by 
that  tirm,  when  they  were  furnished,  and  your  means  of  knowledge? — A.  Both  the 
J*|>n8esof  LeMore*s,  as  well  in  New  Orleans  as  Havr*-,  were  concerned  in  supplying 
fo« rebels  with  army  clothing,  of  which  1  have  testified  in  chief.  Thej'  were  furnished 
*Jj  the  summer  of  \ti&Z.  My  means  of  knowledge  were  the  confessions  of  Jules  Lo 
'**']'e,  the  statements  of  his  h(N>kkeeper  untler  oath,  the  examination  of  books  and 
Papers,  and  the  account-current  of  the  tniUHai^tion,  in  which  the  expenses  of  Jule» 
■■^More  to  Havre,  for  t  wo  journeys,  about  the  matter,  are  entered. 
PUQd  September  18,  1865. 

GEO .  P .  BOW  ESi ,  Clwk« 
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Official  repwis  and  exhihUs,  rtferred  to  in  deppnUon  of  Benjamin  F.  Butler, 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  Xovemher  13, 1862. 
Hon.  E.  M.  Stanton, 

Secretary  of  War : 

Sir  :  I  received  the  comtuuuicatiou  of  the  War  DepartmeDt,  incloslDg  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  the  State  Department,  directiug  my  attention  to  the  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Sauford,  our  minister  reuident  at  Brussels,  a  copy  of  which  I  inclose  for  the  better 
understanding  of  the  present  commnnication.  In  obedience  to  its  directions,  I  im- 
mediately set  abotit  making  inqairies,  throngh  my  secret  police,  and  finding  it  a  mat- 
,ter  of  very  grave  import,  as  affecting  the  relations  of  the  French  consul  here,  I  under- 
took a  personal  examination  of  the  subject.  The  facts,  as  substantiated  by  the  doc- 
umentarv  and  other  testimony  b<^reto  appended,  are  substantially  this:  The  firm  of 
£dw.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  composed  of  £dw.-  Gantherin  and  Alfred  and  Jules  Lie  More, 
doing  business  in  New  Orleans,  was  also  concerned  in  a  house  in  Havana.  S.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.,  Jules  and  Alfred  Le  More,  the  partners  in  New  Orlenns,  were  also  part- 
ners in  that  house.  Gantherin  &  Co.  were  at  first  employed  in  buying  tobacco  for 
the  French  Government.  Afterwards  they  were  concerned  in  shipping  cotton  on  joint 
account. 

They  represented  themselves  tobeagentsof  Baron  Silliere,  the  contractor  for  French 
army  clothing.    On  the  28th*of  July,  1861,  as  will  appear  ij:t>m  the  copy  of  a  contract 
with  the  Confederate  Government,  nerewith  inclosed  and  marked  X   the  original  of 
which  is  in  my  possession,  Gantherin  &  Co.  agree  to  furnish  the  Confederates  with  a 
large  amount  of  cloths  for  uniforms,  which  are  the  cloths  spoken  of  in  the  commanica- 
tiou  of  Mr.  San  ford.    About  the  1st  of  April  of  this  year,  a  car^o  of  the  goods  wen 
shipped  to  Havana,  and  from  thenc«  to  Matamoros,  under  charge  of  the  senior  partner 
of  the  house,  Edward  Gantherin,  now  in  Europe.    That  cloth  was  smuggled  across  to 
Brownsville,  and  delivered  to  Captain  Sharkey,  quartermaster  and  agent  of  the  Confed- 
erate Government.    The  original  invoices  of  this  receipt  are  hereto  annexed,  marked  £ 
and  F.     Between  14th  of  April  and  the  24th  of  April,  the  day  the  fleet  passed  the  forts, 
Mr.  J.  D.  De  Bow,  produce  loan  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  made  application  of 
the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  for  a  loan  of  $40,5,000  in  coin,  without  interest,  as  will  appear 
by  the  comniunicntiou  hereto  annexed,  marked  C.     This  proposition  was  acceded  to  b 
the  bank,  upon  a  pled(*;e  made  by  Payne,  Huntington  &  Co.,  the  junior  partner  of  whic 
firm  was  president  of  the  bank,  of  cotton  to  be  delivered  on  the  plantations  in  Lonisi-- 
ana  and  Mississippi.     The  contract  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  D.     This  transactiom 
was  not  entered  into  in  goml  faith,  as  is  confessed  by  the  testimony  of  the  acting  p 
dent,  Mr.  Davis,  taken  from  his  own  lips,  in  short- hand,  a  copy  of  which  is  hereto 
nexed,  marked  O.     But  the  transaction  was  a  contrivance  by  which  the  specie  might 
got  out  of  the  bank.     Specie  to  this  amount  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  French  co 
8ul,  with  his  full  knowledge  of  the  intent  of  the  transaction,  and  a  receipt  was  given  ~ 
him  to  hold  it  in  trust  for  the  bank  of  New  Orleans.     At  the  same  time  a  pretended 
of  the  remainder  of  the  specie  in  bank,  amounting  to  $400,000,  for  sterling,  was  made 
the  bank,  and  that  was  also  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul.     Theae  two  sn 
amounting  to  $'500,000,  made  substantially  the  whole  specie  capital  of  the  bank.    T 
is  shown  by  the  confession  of  the  only  director  Of  the  bauk  who  has  not  run  away  i 
the  Confederacy — Mr.  Harrol.     A  copy  of  his  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  R.    Matt 
stood  in  this  condition  at  the  time  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  taken  possession  of  by 
Upon  my  assurance  to  the  bauk  that  if  they  would  return  their  specie  they  should 
protected,  tho  pretended  sale  for  sterling  exchange  was  rescinded,  and  the  French  c< 
sul  sent  back  the  money,  and  the  bank  received  into  its  vault  $400,000. 

In  regard  to  the  $405,000,  the  French  consul  became  uneasy  and  moved  upon  1 
bank  to  get  at  his  receipt  given  to  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  and  gave  a  now  rece 
rnnniug  directly  to  GanthiTin  &  Co. 

At  this  point  of  time  I  ordered  all  the  specie  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consa 
be  sequestered  and  held  until  alfairs  could  be  investigated.  Reverdy  Johnson,  o 
missioner  of  the  State  Department,  came  down  here,  and,  without  investigation,! 
without  knowing  an3'thiug  of  the  transactions,  and  without  ever  inquiring  of 
about  them,  made  such  representations  to  the  Department  of  Stato  that  I  was 
dered  to  release  the  French  consul  from  his  promise  uot  to  deliver  up  any  specie 
had  in  his  hands,  without  informing  me,  which  order  I  obeyed.  In  the  mean 
Gantherin  &  Co.  had  succeeded  in  delivering  their  goods  to  the  Confederate  agi 
and  called  upon  the  bank  to  get  their  money,  which  had  been  deposited  in  the  han 
the  French  consul.  This  delivery  had  not  been  completed  at  Brownsville  until  th^^  2 
of  June,  and  some  time  in  the  last  of  July  the  bank,  through  its  officers,  gave  ug'^^^  /I 
receipts,  which  are  destroyed,  and  took  a  receipt  which  was  dated  back  to  the  M6U 
of  April  directly  from  Gantherin  &  Co.,  so  that  the  French  consul's  name  shouliS  not 
appear  in  the  transaction.    These  fagts  are  established  by  the  testimony  of  Mr.  S^^Uj, 
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the  cashier  of  the  bank,  which  is  written  oat  and  signed  and  sworn  to  by  him,  a 
copy  of  which  is  annexed  and  marked  O,  P. 

The  money  was  sent  on  board  the  Spanish  man>of-war  Blasco  de  Garay,  which  left 
this  port  September  last,  and  has  now  retarned,  and  has  been  carried  to  Havana  and 
thence  shipped  to  New  York.  All  this  has  been  done  with  the  knowledge  and  consent 
of  the  consnl  of  France.  Yon  will  see  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  San  ford  the  difflcnlty 
which  the  Confederates  had  of  getting  more  goods  on  account  of  the  non-payment  of 
the  first  bill.  Another  cargo  is  now  in  Havana,  not  to  bo  delivered,  of  course,  until 
the  first  is  paid  for.  By  this  wrongful,  illegal,  and  inimical  interference  of  tho 
French  consnl,  iiided  by  the  Spanish  ship-of-war,  the  money  has  gone  forward,  so 
thttthe  holders  of  the  goods  will  be  reaoy  to  ship  the  remainder  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Confederate  army.  A  more  flagrant  violation  of  international  law  and  national 
eoQTtesy  on  the  part  of  a  consular  agent  cannot  be  imagined. 

Before  I  proceeded  npon  the  investigation,  not  knowing  the  extent  to  which  the 
French  consul  was  implicated,  I  called  upon  him,  and,  after  showing  him  a  letter 
noeived  from  the  commanding  general  of  the  Army,  in  which  I  was  directed  to  cal> 
tiTste  the  most  friendly  relations  with  him,  I  read  him  the  letter  of  our  minister  at 
Bnieselfl,  and  told  bim  t  should  desire  his  friendly  aid  in  making  the  investigation, 
and  then  asked  bim  if  he  knew  anything  of  transaction  spoken  of  in  Mr.  Sanford'* 
letter,  or  any  money  had  ever  been  deposited  with  him  for  any  such  purpose.  He,  in 
tltemost  emphatic  manner,  answered  me  that  he  knew  nothing  of  any  such  transac- 
tion. He  only  knew  that  there  was  a  French  house  of  the  name  of  Gantherin  <&  Co. 
ia  New  Orleans,  and  that  no  money  had  ever  been  deposited  with  him  for  any  such 
pOfpoee.  I  then  informed  him  that  it  would  become  my  duty  to  arrest  and  question 
^^aed  and  Jules  Le  More,  the  resident  partners  of  the  French  house. 

1  did  so,  and  they  denied  all  such  transaction,  or  refused  to  answer,  lest  criminate 

^^mselves.     Bnt  in  the  meantime  I  had  poRsessed  myself  of  their  books  and  papers, 

jJl^d  I  found  two  accounts,  translations  of  which  I  inclose,  marked  B,  A,  which|show 

^0  whole  transaction,  and  which  also  show  that  one  Kossnth,  a  clerk  of  the  French 

^Qsnl,  whose  name  appears  in  the  account,  received  $528.92  as  a  fee  for  keeping  the 

^|oiiey  within  the  French  consulate,  and  that  a  douceur  was  given  to  Madam  Mejan 

***  the  purpose  of  **  carrying  out  the  affair  well."    That  a  lawyer  was  paid  to  deal 

^ith  the  consul  in  this  matter,  and  these,  together  with  the  testimony  of  the  president, 

^^ctor,  and  cashier  of  the  bank,  put  the  guilt  of  Count  Mf\jan  beyond  question.     I 

^K  leave  to  call  your  attention  to  this  extraordinary  amount  of  expense. 

I  need  not  suggest  to  the  Department  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  at  once 
^**<l  peremptorily  to  revoke  the  exequator  of  Count  Mejan.  He  has  connived  at  the 
^©livery  of^army  clothing  of  the  Confederate  army  since  the  occupation  of  New  Orleans 
**y  the  Federal  forces.  He  has  taken  away  gold  from  the  bank,  nearly  half  a  million 
^f  its  specie,  to  aid  the  Confederates,  acts  which  could  not  have  been  done  without 
**iB  aid  and  that  of  the  Spaniard  ship-o£- war  Blasco  de  Garay. 

I  leave  the  consul  to  the  Government  at  Washingtcm.    I  will  take  care  sufficiently  to 

Punish  the  other  alien  enemies  and  domestic  traitors  concerned  in  this  business,  whom 

-I  hftve  here.     Upon  examination  of  the  parties,  I  found  that  a  box  containing  all  the 

peepers  relating  to  the  transaction  which  were  not  kept  with  the  commercial  papers 

^f  the  house  of  Gantherin  &  Co.  was  UHually  deposited  with  the  French  consul.     I 

^*T«ote  to  him  very  politely  to  have  it  delivered  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  justice.     I 

^A'we  again  written  him  more  peremptorily,  and  he  has  refused  to  doso,  still  concealing 

t;l»«  proof  of  guilt.     If  produced  I  believe  it  will  show  him  to  be  (me  of  the  five  parties 

^soxicemed  in  the  illegal  traffic  mentioned  in  the  account  of  expenses.     And,  however 

't^atmay  be,  he  now  covers  the  criminal  as  ho  lately  concealed  the  booty,  which  he, 

liis  wife,  and  his  clerk,  have  so  largely  shared. 

I  beg  leave  here  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Department  to  these  transactions,  as 
allowing  that  I  was  clearly  right  when  I  ordered  the  specie  deposited  in  the  hand  of 
Count  Mejan  to  be  sequestered.  His  fiag  has  been  made  to  cover  all  manner  of  illegal 
ftnd  hostile  transactions,  and  the  booty  arising  therefrom. 

I  am  glad  that  my  action  here  has  been  vindicated  to  the  world,  and  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the'United  States  will  be  able  to  demand  of  the  French  Government  a  rc- 
^^•^iof  its  treacherous  and  hostile  agent. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

BEN  J.  F.  BUTLEK, 
Major-  Genera ?,  Commanding. 

Exhibit. 

War  Department, 
Wa$hingfon,  D,  C,  October  22,  1862. 

^.  ^^Keral:  The  Secretary  of  War  directs  me  to  transmit  to  you,  for  your  informa- 

B^^^  the  inclosed  copy  of  a  communication  this  day  received  from  the  Secretary  of 

^**^,  covering  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  of  the  26th  ultimo,  from  the  minister  resident  at 

^^ls,in  relation  to  contracts  entered  into  by  ii^urgent  agents  with  manufacturem 
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in  Verviers,  for  supplies  of  military  clothes,  and  suggesting  the  probability  that 
funds  to  meet  said  contracts  may  have  formed  part  of  the  money  sequestered  by  j 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  H.  WATSON. 
AuUiant  Secretary  of  Wm 
M^J.  Gen.  B.  F.  Butlbr, 

Commandingf  New  OrUane,  La, 

Sir:  When  I  was  in  Verviers  a  few  days  since,  I  was  told  that  the  payments  for 
rebels'  contracts  for  military  clothes,  of  which  I  wrote  you  fully  in  November  i 
December  last  (see  especially  confidential,  28th  November,  1861),  and  amounting 
1,750,000  francs,  had  not  been  made,  and  that  the  three  mouths'  bills  given  for  \ 
same  had  been  renewed  as  they  fell  due.  Assurance  had,  however,  now  been  giv 
that  the  money  for  the  same  had  been  deposited  with  the  French  consul  at  New  ( 
leans,  and  would  be  shortly  received. 

It  would  be  well,  I  think,  to  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  who  the  depositon 
the  money  sequestered  by  General  Butler  were,  and  for  whom  it  was  intended,  af 
advised  you  at  the  time  large  purchases  of  cloth,  blankets,  shoes,  and  arms,  & 
were  made  for  account  of  Edw.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  for  the  rebel  i 
thorities,  whose  agents  they  appeared  to  be,  through  their  correspondents,  G.  A. 
More  Sl  Co.,  of  Havre,  the  real  purchasers  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  being  app 
eutiy  Baron  Silliere,  the  noted  furnisher  of  military  cloths,  &c.,  for  the  French  G< 
ernment. 

If  any  of  the  names  appear  in  any  way  connected  with  these  deposits  at  the  Frei 
consuls,  the  presumption  would  be  that  they  are  for  the  payments  by  the  rebel  i 
thorities  for  military  supplies. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

-      H.  G.  SANFORT 

Hon.  William  H.  SeWard, 

Secretary  of  State,  ^o, 

X. 

Virginia,  to  wit : 

I,  John  Letcher,  governor  of  the  State  aforesaid,  do  hereby  certify  and  make  kno 
unto  all  whom  it  may  concern,  that  James  B.  M.  Smith,  whose  name  is  subscribed 
the  document  annexed,  is,  and  was  at  the  time  of  subscribing  the  same,  major  f 
quartermaster  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America,  authorized  to  make  contracts 
the  purchase  of  supplit^s  for  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States;  that  his  siguatur 
genuine,  and  that  to  his  official  acts  full  faith,  credit,  and  authority  are  due  i 
ought  to  be  given. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  subscribed  my  name,  and  caused  the  great  seal  of 
State  to  be  affixed  thereto.  Done  at  the  city  of  Richmond  the  30th  day  of  Joly 
the  year  of  our  Lord  1861,  and  of  the  commonwealth  the  8()th. 

JOHN  LETCHER,    [l.  8, 

By  the  governor :  , 

GEO.  W.  MUMFORD, 
Secretary  of  the  Commonweo.lt, 

(Indorsement :)  Vu  au  consulat  de  France  a  Richmond  pour  legalisation  de  la  j 
nature  apposee  au  has  du  recto  precedent  de  M.John  Letcher,  gouverneur  de  l'£ 
de  Virgiuie. 

Richmond  le  30  Juillet,  61. 

Le  consul  de  France — 

ALFRED  PAUL 

No.  d'ordre,  260 ;  art.  58  du  tariff;  solvit,  12  f.50. 

R.  H.  £. 

[Tranalation.l 

Examined  at  the  consulate  of  France,  at  Richmond,  for  legalization  of  the  sign 
nature,  affixed  at  the  bottom  uf  the  immediate  foregoing,  of  Mr.  John  Letcher,  go 
ernor  of  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Richmond,  30th  July,  1861. 

The  consul  of  France : 

[SEAL.  ]  ALFRED  PAUL. 

No.  of  the  order,  260;  article  58  of  the  tariff;  solvit,  12  f.  50. 

R.  H.  £• 


• 
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CONFEDBRATE   StATKS  OF  AMERICA, 

Quartermaster's  Office, 
mchmond,  Va,,  July  29,  1H61. 
£i>.  Ganthbrin  &,  Co. : 

Toar  position  of  supply  cloth  for  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States  is  accepted. 
Tlfce  qaartermaster  department  agrees  to  receive  and  pav  for  175«000  vards  of  sample 
**  C,"  150,000  yards  of  sample  **D,"  and  50,000  yards  of  sample  **B.*"  The  color  of 
••  B"  and  "  C  "  to  be  cadet's  gray,  and  the  textnre  fully  equal  to  the  sample ;  **  B" 
be  six-quarters  wide,  at  $2.55  a  yard;  ''C"  to  he  six-quarters  wide,  at  $1.97^  a 


The  nnderstauding  between  yourselves  and  the  department  is  that  the  above  must 
delivered  between  the  15th  of  November  next  aud  the  15th  of  January,  1862 — 
ner,  if  possible;  the  delivery  io  be  at  a  port  of  the  Confederacy,  as  near  the  city 
Richmond  as  possible. 

Very  respectftilly,  vour  obedient  servant,  * 

JA8.  B.  M.  SMITH, 

Major  and  Q.  M. 
E. 

Nbw  Orleans,  A^l  16, 1862. 

J.  B.D.De  Bow,  esq.,  snperintendent  prodnce  loan  office,  C.  S.  of  A  ,  to  Ed.  Gantherin 

&  Co.,  Dr., 


£.  G.  G.  182  bales  gray  cloth,  meas.  54,743|  yards,  at  |2.55 |139, 596  24 

£.  6.  6. 427  bales  gray  eloth,  meas.  134,624i  yards,  at  $1.97i 265, 886  84 


609  bales,  measuring  189,368}  yards 405,483  (8 

Receiyed  from  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  in  payment  of  the  above  invoice,  the  sum 
«f  1405,000,  leaving  unpaid  a  balance  of  $483.08. 
1406,000. 

ED.  GANTHERIN  &  CO. 
F. 

^^ceived,  Brownsville,  June  22,  1862,  in  good  order  and  coudition,  from  Chas. 
<nrilland, and  for  account  of  Messrs.  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co., of  New  Orleans — 
Hark,  £.  G.  G.— B.  Number -182  bales  cloth,  measuring  50,743(  yards,  at  $2.55  a 

yard. 

Mark,  E.  G.  G.— C.  Number-427  bales  cloth,  measuring  134,626^  vards,  at  $1.97i  a 

ywd. 

W.  L.  SHARKLEY, 
Captain  and  Acting  QuartermoMter, 

I  certify  the  above  signature. 

P.  N.  SUCKETT, 
Colonel f  Cammanding  Lower  Bio  Grande, 

We  hereby  declare  that  the  signatures  above  given  are  genuine,  and  that  Mr.  W. 
^  Sharkley,  above  named,  is  the  special  agent  delegated  to  receive  the  above-men- 
uoned  ^oods  for  account  of  the  contracting  parties.  We  furthermore  hereby  bind 
andobhgate  ourselves  to  produce,  within  reasonable  time,  a  duplicate  of  the  fore- 
going  receipt,  duly  authenticated  by  the  quartermaster  department  of  the  Confederate 
»t»te8  of  America. 

ED.  GANTHERIN  <&  CO. 
G. 

New  Orleans,  April  14,  1862. 

."Hie  undersigned,  having  been  requested  to  furnish  the  quartermaster  at  this  post 
f^>th  the  means  of  settling  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.'s  bill  for  Army  supplies,  amounting 
^.1406,000,  desirt* 8  to  borrow  that  amount  from  the  bank  of  New  Orleans  in  coin, 
^ithoQt  interest,  on  the  credit  of  the  Confederate  States,  and  makes  this  application 
'^^  the  same. 

J.  D.  B.  DE  BOW, 

Agent  Pro.  Loan, 
D. 

.  J{**'5f8.  Payne,  Huntington  A,  Co.,  holders  of  a  receipt  of  J.  D.  B.  De  Bow,  snper- 
^ndin^  cotton  loan,  for  $405,000,  payable  in  coin,  agree  to  receive  from  J.  D.  B. 
^  ^w  a  sufficient  quantity  of  Orleans  middling,  on  the  basis  of  6  cents  per  \iQund^ 

fl.  Ex.  235 23 
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to  absorb  the  amount;  and  J.  B.  D.  De  Bow,  on  the  part  of  the  Confederate  Statei 
aereea  to  deliver  the  same,  as  above,  to  MessrM.  Payne,  Huntington  &.  Co.,  upon  th 
following  conditions : 

First.  To  be  delivered  to  them  within  thirty  days,  free  of  all  charges,  on  plants 
tious  in  this  State  of  Mississippi ;  the  planters  to  store  the  same  until  called  for,  an< 
then  to  deliver  it  at  his  usual  shipping  periods,  in  good  order  and  free  of  charge. 

Second.  To  be  protected  and  guaranteed  by  the  Government  against  damages  an* 
destruction  by  Confederate  officers  and  citizens. 

Third.  The  usual  custom  to  be  followed  in  reference  to  sampling,  loading,  tan 
weighing;  but  if  Messrs.  Payne,  Huntington  d&  Co.  are  not  satisfied  with  same,  the; 
have  the  privilege  of  calling  in  their  brokers,  and  if  the  two  do  not  agree,  the  latte 
to  have  the  privilege  of  calling  in  a  third,  and  their  Joint  decision  shall  be  final 
Entire  good  c^rops  shall  be  received;  the  scale  of  prices  to  be  fixed  on  the  above  basi 
of  6  cents  for  Orleans  middling. 

It  is  understood  and  uiade  a  part  of  this  agreement  that  the  cotton  which  will  b 
accepted  to  fulfill  the  contract  shall  be  sampled,  weighed,  and  classed  by  the  cottoi 
brokers  already  elected  by  the  parties,  and  received  by  Mr.  De  Bow  and  delivered  t 
Messrs.  Payne,  Huntingtou  &  Co.  upon  his  classification,  according  to  the  scales  al» 
atrreed  upon  and  in  posHCssiou  of  the  contracting  parties. 

'New  Orleans,  April  18,  1862. 

WM.  H.  DEMERON, 
President  pro  tempore  Railroad,  New  Orletuu. 
PAYNE,  HUNTINGTON  &  CO., 
J.  D.  B.  DE  BOW, 
Agent  Provieional  Loan^  Confederate  States  of  America, 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gvlp^ 

New  Orleans,  November  13,  1862. 

Memorandum  of  an  examination  of  Mr.  Belly,  cashier,  and  of  Mr.  Davis,  presideot 
of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  before  the  commanding  general,  this  day. 

Mortimer  Belly,  cashier,  says :  I  was  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  and  bare 
been  about  five  years.  This  transaction  of  loaning  money  to  the  Confederate  Got- 
emment  was  about  the  I3th  of  April.  The  first  I  Knew  of  it,  the  paper  marked  C. 
and  B.  F.  B.  came  to  the  bank,  about  April  16,  the  day  of  its  date,  and  to  that  I  wrote 
an  answer,  which  is  in  the  minutes  of  the  bank,  by  order  of  the  board  of  direoton^ 
when  there  was  a  contract  made  between  the  bank  apd  J.  D.  B.  De  Bow ;  this  is  the 
contract  marked  D.  and  B.  F.  B.  Next  I  was  instructed  by  William  A.  Dameron,thea 
president  of  the  bank,  of  the  house  of  Payne,  Huntington  &,  Co.,  to  t4ike  $405,000  to 
the  French  consulate,  and  took  a  receipt  substantially  as  follows : 

Received  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  $405,000  in  gold,  to  be  delivered  to  E.  Gao- 
therin  &,  Co.,  for  the  payment  of  an  invoice  of  cloth ;  said  coin  to  be  delivered,  on 
the  production  of  certain  receipts,  by  a  special  agent  sent  by  Migor  Winnermoie, 
A.  Q.  M. 

This  is  the  substance  of  it,  as  nearly  as  I  can  remember.  The  receipt  was  ogned 
by  French  consul ;  I  can't  say  how  much  he  knew  about  the  transaction ;  he  moat 
have  known  about  it  from  the  receipt.  Matters  went  on  for  two  months,  and,  finallyj 
the  French  consul  felt  uneasy  about  it,  and  was  anxious  to  get  the  gold  away,  aod 
the  receipts  were  exchanged — and  the  one  above  for  a  new  one. 

The  house,  or  the  counsel,  asked  for  the  exchange.  Mr.  Menard  had  charge  of  tbe 
transaction.  This  receipt,  marked  E,  and  B.  F.  B.,  was  given  me  for  the  old  oue  de- 
scribed above,  and  afterwards  another  receipt  was  given  also. 

That  is  the  paper  marked  F.  and  B.  F.  B.,  which  was  receipted  in  July  upon  the 
final  settlement.  No  entry  was  made  on  the  books,  upon  the  nnal  settlement,  when 
the  gold  left  the  French  consul. 

This  $405,000  was  borne  on  the  books  as  a  loan  to  the  Confederate  government^  and 
so  appears  now.  Mr.  Menard  was  the  principal  man  in  the  business.  I  took  the  oath 
of  allegiance  September  20.  I  can't  say  why  I  think  it  was  in  July  that  the  money 
was  paid  over ;  I  have  no  date  by  which  I  can  say  whether  it  was  more  or  lees  than 
sixty  days  ago.  De  Bow's  name  didn't  figure  at  all  in  the  receipts.  I  know  that  tbe 
French  consul  wanted  to  get  the  gold  in  tne  name  of  Frenchman. 

Mr.  Davis,  president  of  the  board,  said  he  saw  the  papers  E  and  F  in  Joly^ 
These  papers  were  delivered  in  July,  when  the  transaction  was  completed.  I  didnot 
know  that  the  intervening  receipt  was  destroyed.  I  suppose  the  excnange  was  needed 
to  alter  the  responsibility  of  the  deposits.  The  original  receipt  was  in  the  name  of 
the  bank.  The  money  was  held  in  trust  for  the  bank.  The  money  was  transferred  to 
Gantherin  &,  Co.;  that  is,  the  receipts  were  charged  to  their  name.  The  bank  had  a 
contract  to  loan  so  mnch  money  or  cotton  to  the  Confederate  Oovemment. 
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Q.  Why  was  it  deposited  in  the  naiue  of  the  back? — A.  The  idea  whs  to  move  the 
coin.  Moat  of  the  banks  here  benr  their  money  into  the  Confederate  States.  The 
id€»  of  the  directors  was  to  move  the  coin  out  of  the  bank  and  put  it  where  they 
thought  it  would  be  safe.  There  was  nearly  $600,000  sent,  as  I  understood,  to  the 
French  consulate. 

So  far  as  this  $405,000  was  concerned,  I  could  Lot  control  it.  Ii^r.  Gantherin  or  his 
partners  came  several  times  about  it.  The  French  consul  held  the  money  for  Gan- 
therin 6l  Co.  when  certain  conditions  were  fultilled. 

Q.  Did  the  consul  object  to  returning  the  money? — A.  To  my  knowledge  I  can't 
Bay  that  any  positive  demand  was  made  to  him.  I  don't  know  that  he  objected ; 
never  heard  it  said  that  he  did  in  our  bank. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  were  controlled,  overruled  in  this  matter.  Now,  who  controlled 
yout— A.  The  directors.  My  own  sense  of  justice  to  the  stockholders  was  to  have 
the  money  returned,  or  rather  never  to  let  it  go.  I  am  of  rather  a  yielding  temper, 
and  I  yielded  to  the  transaction  as  I  found  it,  and  let  it  go.  Nobody  controlled  me 
positively.  lu  the  completion  of  the  transaction  I  was  there,  and'acted  with  the 
Ret.  I  was  forced  by  the  transactions  by  which  I  was  surrounded. 
The  $400,000  waa  returned  ;  $80,000  was  sold  to  relieve  the  necessities  of  the  bank. 
That  I  opposed.  I  don't  know  who  it  was  sold  to.  It  was  sold  at26  or  28  per.  cent, 
premium.    Our  circulation  has  been  reduced  by  that  amount. 

This  $405,000  transaction  was  closed  up  in  July.  I  am  sure  it  was  in  July,  from 
tbe  leugth  of  time  that  has  passed.  Mr.  Menard  was  one  of  the  directors,  and  he  went 
vith  the  papers,  and  knowing  these  gentlemen,  and  knowing  Mr.  Du  Parseur,  Menard 
VM  really  acting  president  of  the  bank  at  the  time ;  there  was  no  vote  of  the  direct- 
on  of  the  bank  on  the  subject.  Mr.  HarroU,  Mr.  Menard,  Mr.  Moulton  were  present, 
uid  I  believe  no  other  director  when  the  transaction  was  completed. 

WM.  L.  G.  GREENE,  A.  2).  C. 

Exkmt  R. 

Headqtjarters  Departmkkt  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  November  13,  1862. 

Memorandum  of  the  statement  of  Berry  F.  Harroll  before  the  commanding  general 

^is  day. 

I  was  director  in  the  bank  of  New  Orleans  in  April  last.  I  am  the  only  director 
itow  here  that  was  present  when  the  loan  of  $400,000  was  made  to  the  Confederato 
^Ternment.  I  don't  know  where  the  money  was  deposited,  or  what  was  done  with 
]^  Receipt  was  to  be  given  the  bank  upon  certain  goods  being  landed  at  Matamoros. 
^e  matter  was  never  brought  up  in  our  board  after  you  came  here.  I  am  sure  of 
^*t.  The  cash  capital  of  the  bank  was  sold  for  sterling.  There  was  between 
9300,000  and  $400,000  which  was  put  under  the  protection  of  a  foreign  flag.  I  never 
inqoired  or  aidced  where  the  $400,000  went.  That  which  was  sold  for  sterling  was 
^der  the  control  of  the  French  consul.  That  came  back  when  your  order  was  issued. 
I  never  knew  that  the  $400,000  was  there.  That  matter  was  a  contract  completed, 
^e  receipts  were  given  when  the  goods  were  delivered.  That  was  since  you  came 
^CTe,  I  haye  no  doubt.  When  the  receipts  were  given  up,  I  assented  to  the  money 
being  paid,  of  course. 

Exhibit  P. 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  November  14,  1862. 

Kemorandum  of  a  statement  made  by  Mortimer  Belly,  cashier  of  the  bank  of  New 
Orleans  this  day,  before  Major  General  Butler,  in  explanation  of  his  statement 
made  yesterday. 

The  first  receipt  was  in  substance  as  described  by  me  yesterday.  The  French  con- 
*^  wishing  to  get  the  gold  in  the  name  of  a  French  citizen,  that  receipt  was  given 
^piDd  a  new  one  made,  running  directly  to  Gantherin  &  Co. 

At  the  time  the  bank  gave  up  its  claim  on  the  gold,  and  the  settlement  was  made, 
^«  second  receipt  was  given  up  and  a  new  receipt  upon  the  invoice  was  ^iven,  dated 
^k  to  April  16 ;  at  the  same  time  the  original  invoice,  signed  by  Captain  Sharkey, 
^^  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  showing  the  delivery  of  the  goods  on  the  22d  of 
^^,  was  produced,  and  a  copy  of  it  is  annexed  to  this  statement. 

M.  BELLY. 

New  Orleans,  La.,  November  14,  1862. 

Personally  appeared  the  above-named  Mortimer  Belly,  and  made  oath  to  the  state- 
•*nt  above  written. 

WM.  L.  G.  GKEEXi¥L, 

Judge  ProTOtl  Cout\. 
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Account  ofcharge-i  and  expenses  of  the  operations  in  cloths  by  Ed.  Gantherin  if  Co.,  Ni 

Oi-leans—bill  Jttgust  31,  1862. 


By  payment  to  E.  Gantherin  and  Jules  Le  More  to  go  to  Richmond. 

By  remittance  to  them  at  Richmond 

By  remittAucc  to  French  conoul  at  Richmond,  loan 


1861. 
Jnne  29 
Jaly  20 

1882. 
Mar.    1     By  enpenneR  of  £.  (xAntheriu  and  Jules  Le  More,  for  passage  from  New  Orleans 

to  is  i'Vf  York  ami  Havre 

May  27     By  vovjipe  of  Charles  Proilland  to  Richmond  and  back 
By  voyajib  of  Montardier  to  Richiuoud  5  weeks 

By  expeiistjH  of  L.  Grotar<^8  in  Antwerp 

1  By  consul's  fees  and  certlflcates 

Aug.  10  i  By  prp.>«ent  t«i  M'me  Mejau  to  cIohc  the  afialr  well      

By  Colonol  Le  Mat.  as  a  bribe  for  the  aifair  to  start 

I  By  V.  Pretat,  for  the  biil  of  Alexander,  according  to  agreement  of  the  five  Inter- 
ested parlies  .   .     , 

115     By  Kossuth,  one-eighth  per  cent,  of  $405,000  depiosit  in  consulate 

By  payment  to  Feulle  for  getting  the  receipt 

By  Hobart,  lawyer,  for  proceed inizs  with  authorities  and  consul 

Aug.  31     By  Charles  Proillaud,  expenses  to  Matamoros         ^ 

By  Jules  L.e  Moi*e,  expenses  from  Jannary  7  to  September  1,  1862 

By  payment  of  cabs  and  transports,  0  boxes  gold 

By  expenses  of  telegraph  and  postage         

By  fire  InKux-ancc,  gold,  in  consulate  six  months,  one- half  per  cent  on  $405, 000  . . 

By  river  insurance  on  Blasco  de  Qaray,  one-eighth    per  cent,  on  |250,000 

By  marine  insurance  from  here  to  New  York  on  specie 

By  E.  Gantherin,  expenses  paid  in  sum  $4,  038,50 

By  Ferran  &  Dupiorreo,  Havana,  as  a  memorandum  $1, 846.75 


I4S1  W 

450  99 

SOM 

700  W 

643  09 

475  01 

991 

3629 

153  09 

,    J.500  09 

1 

5,000  09 

5a  21 

500  00 
500  09 

3,790  09 

town 

00  99 

150  99 

2,02100 

318  50 

583  39 


Total I  19,«»49 


New  Orlkanb,  August  :U,  1862. 

[Exhibit  A.  B,  F,  B.— Translation.] 

Account  of  charges  and  expenses  of  the  operation  in  cloths  by  Ed.  Ganihain  ^  Co,,  efNt^ 

Orleans—bill  August  31, 1862. 


1862. 
June  29 
July  20 
Aug.  12 

1862. 
Mar.    1 
May  27 


Aug.  31 


Paid  to  £.  Gantherin  and  Jules  Le  More  to  go  to  Richmond 

Sent  to  them  to  Richmond  this  day 

Sent  to  French  consul  at  RichrooDd.  amount  of  loan 

Amount  of  expenses  by  £.  Gantherin  and  Jules  Le  More,  for  voyage  fh>m  New 

Orleans  to  New  York  and  Havre 

Voyage  of  Charles  Pi'ollland  to  Richmond  and  back 

Voyage  of  Montardier  to  Richmond  and  back,  five  weeks 

Expenses  of  L.  Gmtares,  Antwerp,  f.  c.  s.,  40,  89 

Consular  charges  for  deposits  and  certificates 

Presents  to  Mad.  Mojan,  to  bring  the  aflklr  to  a  good  end 

Paid  Kossuth  one-eighth  per  cent,  on  $405,000,  deposit  charges 

Paid  to  FeuiUe  for  procuring  the  receipt        

Paid  Robert,  lawyer,  foes  for  proceedings  near  the  authorities  and  the  consul 

Paid  Charles  Proilland,  bill  of  expenses'  to  Matamoros 

Paid  Jules  Le  More,  bill  of  expenses  from  January  1  to  September  1, 18ft2,  $1,680.71, 

less  $500  per  Moralles 

Paid  £d.  Gantherin,  expenses  accounted  for  in  $4,058.50  paid  him  by  Fairan  &■ 

Dnpie.rno,  in  Havana,  accounted  for  in  advances  as  memorandum,  $1,846.75 

Paid  for  cabs  and  transport  of  9  boxes  gold 

Paid  telegraph  and  postages 

Paid  fire  insurance  on  gold  in  the  consulate,  six  months,  one-half  par  cent,  of 

$405.000 

Paid  river  insurance  on  Blaco  de  Garay,  one-eighth  per  cent,  on  $250,000 

Paid  marine  inaorance  firom  here  to  New  York  on  goid,  according  to  account 


113109 

450  09 

50  09 

no  09 
B43  09 
473  S9 
999 
30» 
153  09 

msi 

500  09 
809  99 

8.73919 

1.039n 


Nkw  Orleans,  August  'M,  186*<?. 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans f  November  13,  ISffi- 

Memorandum  of  the  statement  of  Etienne  Nicholas  Montardier,  before  MajorOeoertl 

Butler,  this  day. 

I  am  bookkeeper  in  the  house  of  Ed.  Ganlheriu  &  Co.,  28  Carondelet  Btr«et,w^ 
have  been  so  employed  over  four  years.  The  partn«?r8  are  Edward  Gantherin,  Alfred 
and  Jules  Le  More ;  Alfred  is  the  oldest  of  the  two.  When  I  waa  first  with  them  tbef 
uaed  to  buy  tobacco  for  the  contractor  of  the  French  Qovernment ;  they  hid  boea 
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)  two  years.     Since  then  they  had  been  shipping  cotton  to  Earope,  for  joint 

with  other  persons.  They  were  also  enga^^ed  in  the  tobacco  business  at  the 
ae.  They  had  no  other  regular  business.  Their  correspondents  at  Havre  were 
Dore  &  Co.,  Lenore  Brothers — but  I  believe  J.  K.  Leuore  is  alone  in  that  l&rni. 
V  something  of  the  honse  being  engaged  in  trade  in  military  clothing.  It 
>atside  transaction,  in  which  the  three  partners  and  two  other  persons  were 
.  Nothing  of  it  appears  on  the  books.  Colonel  Le  Mat  I  have  not  seen  for 
le,  and  don't  know  whether  he  is  here  or  in  Europe.  The  other  man  con- 
i  Jules  Des  Martines;  I  don't  believe  that  Mr.  Pretat  had  any  contract  with 
ederat«  Government.  He  was  in  Richmond  and  acted  as  a  friend  of  Gan- 
id  the  partners;  I  was  sent  to  Richmond  about  fonr  or  five  days  before  the 

came  to  New  Orleans.     I  got  back  there  May  27.     Ganthcrin  &.  Co.  and  the 

undertook  to  sell  cloth  to  the  Confederate  Government  for  a  certain  price, 
as  something  like  500  or  600  bales.     There  were  two  lots;  one  amounted  to 

and  the  other  lot  has  never  been  delivered  ;  it  is  or  was  in  Havana.  It  was 
d  to  Farran  y  Dupierrio,  I  believe.  The  first  lot  was  delivered  a  little  before 
.  for  Richmond,  Mr.  Gantherin  was  at  Havana  with  the  vessel  about  two 
weeks  before  April  23,  and  then  went  back  to  Havana  with  the  cloth.  Af- 
i  he  went  to  Matamoros  again,  and  the  cloth  was  shipped  in  small  vessels. 
he  cloth  was  shipped,  because  I  got  a  receipt  from  some  Confederate  oflfioers 
'.  don't  know  where  the  receipt  is;  Mr.  Lenore  used  to  keep  all  these  things 
If,  sometimes  in  the  private  safe,  scmietimes  in  a  box.  The  box  was  kept  at 
ch  consulate.  He  used  to  send  for  that  four  or  five  times  a  week.  They  got 
3y  two  months  and  six  weeks  ago.  They  got  it  of  the  French  consul.  It 
)sited  there  by  a  communication  of  the  Confederate  Government.  I  believe 
sy  was  got  by  some  agreement  with  one  of  the  banks  of  New  Orleans.  It 
old.  The  money  was  loaned  by  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  to  the  commission, 
deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul  about  fifteen  days  belore  the 
fieet  arrived  here.  I  did  not  meet  Count  Meyan  in  Richmond  ;  1  do  not  know 
loney  being  paid  the  count,  none  to  himself.  There  was  8f»nie  $400  or  $500 
keeping  the  box.  I  know  that  there  was  money  paid  to  Kossuth,  a  clerk  of 
ch  consul,  for  keeping  the  money.  There  is,  in  the  acconiit  you  see,  some- 
arged  for  a  present  to  Madame  Meyan  ;  it  was  really  only  thirti^en  dollars, 
rge  of  one  hundred  and  fiily-three  dollars  charged  for  it  is  a  forced  account  to 
somebody.  There  was  no  intention  to  bribe  the  count.  Alfred  Lenore  said  he 
now  why  he  should  not  charge  it  to  the  firm  instead  of  paying  it  himself.  I 
[^nnt  Meyan  since  12  o'clock  yesterday;  I  had  no  conversation  with  him  on  the 
it  is  charged  $153.  There  is  a  book  where  the  real  account  is  entered.  I  made 
onnts,  two  accounts,  marked  A — B.  F.  B.  and  B — B.F.  B.  This  false  entry  was 
}how  Baron  Selliere,  whose  agent  they  were.     The  last  time  we  settled  the  whole 

made  an  entry  on  the  books.  We  made  only  a  whole  entry  at  last,  not  a&  the 
a  on.  These  two  accounts,  marked  A  and  B,  were  made  out  by  Alfred  Lenore, 
ed  by  the  young  man  under  the  direction  of  A.  Lenore  and  myself,  and  copies 
m  to  the  other  partners.  Robert,  the  lawyer,  has  an  office  in  Commercial  Place; 
r  in  Havana. 

»ant  Meyan  must  have  known  about  the  transaction.  I  have  never  heard  him 
It  it,  but  he  must  have  known  something  about  it.  He  knew  from  whence  he 
the  money.  It  was  deposited  in  the  name  of  De.Bow;  at  any  rate  it  was  Mr. 
that  paid  for  this;  but  I  don't  know  much  q^bout  this  business;  they  kept  it  to 
es,  and  I  only  know  what  they  could  not  help  letting  me  know, 
latdidyon  say  to  the  French  consul  yesterday  ? — A.  I  had  something  to  do 
r  papers — my  certificate — as  I  knew  Mr.  Lenore  had  been  taken  away.  I  asked 
d  be  well  protected  by  my  papers;  he  told  me  that  I  was  all  right;  that  I  was 

subject. 

s  not  something  said  about  this  transaction  between  you  and  somebody  in  the 

i  yesterday  ? — A.  No,  sir;  yesterday  I  saw  Kossuth;  he  told  me  about  this,  that 

»re  bad  been  taken  up. 

s  not  something  said  about  Mr.  Meyan  and  the  present? — A.  No,  sir;  I  said  to 

*'It  is  put  down  in  the  account  that  you  have  received  $400  or  $500; "  that  was 
798  said. 

I  you  say  anything  to  Meyan  about  it  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

ten  did  you  meet  Kossuth  ? — A.  In  the  morning,  at  his  house.  I  said  to  him, 
esuth,  you  must  remember  that  the  account  has  been  made,  and  that  you  are 
1  for  five  hundred  and  some  dollars."  He  said  it  was  all  right.  Four  hundred 
thousand  dollars  was  paid  into  the  French  consulate  for  the  lot.  Nothing  was 
>r  the  second  lot,  as  it  never  was  delivered.  I  have  been  in  this  country  since 
649.  I  came  to  New  Orleans  in  March,  1851.  We  borrowed  some  money,  $50, 
ench  consul  in  Richmond. 

WM.  L.  G.  GKEES^Y:,  a.  B.  C. 
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Headq\7ABtbbs  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  November  12,  1802. 

Memorandum  of  a  conversation  this  day  between  the  commanding  general  and  Alfr^ 
and  Jales  Le  More,  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans. 

Alfred  Lb  More  being  examined  apart,  the  following  conversation  took  place: 

By  General  Butler: 

Q.  Yon  are  of  the  firm  of  Gantherin  &  Co.  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  G.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  are  your  correspondents? — A.  And  brothers,  also. 

Q.  At  some  time  were  you  in  treaty  purchasing  a  large  quantity  of  goods  at  Yerviers  T- 
A.  I  wish  to  ask  one  question;  do  we  appear  here  as  accused? 

Q.  You  are,  through  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  of  having  been  e 
gaged  in  this  traffic  with  the  confederates. — A.  Then  I  have  nothing  to  answer. 

Q.  You  may  answer  or  go  to  prison. 

Afterward  the  iollowing  question  was  put: 

Q.  The  question  I  put  to  you  is  this:  have  you  been  engaged  in  purcliasing  cloths 
clothing  at  Verviers,  through  your  agents,  for  the  supply  of  the  rebel  army  ?     Now  y 
may  answer  or  not,  just  as  you  please? — A.  I  have  not,  myself. 

Q.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  any  way,  directly,  in  any  form,  in  buying  any  clothi 
in  Verviers  for  which  drafts  are  now  due  and  out  ? — A.  I  don't  want  to  answer  that  qu. 
tion. 

The  party  protested  that  he  did  not  hold  himself  bound  to  answer  to  the  extent 
criminating  himself. 

Sent  to  Fort  Pickens  until  further  orders. 

Jules  Le  More  called. 

Q.  You  are  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  doing  business  in  New  Orleans? — , 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  G.  L.  Le  More  are  your  correspondents  at  Havre? — A.  

Q.  Has  your  house  been  directly  or  indirectly  engaged  in  buying  goods  at  Vervien 
in  Belgium?  Have  you  been  concerned,  or  your  house,  in  buying  goods  there  ? — A.  No 
sir. 

Q.  Has  your  house  been  so  engaged? — A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it,  as  I  hav< 
not  been  here  for  fifteen  months.  I  came  here  in  the  Cardenas,  two  months  since.  ] 
had  been  in  Havana  twelve  months. 

Q.  Has  any  clothing  been  shipped  to  you  from  Europe? — A.  I  don't  know  anjrthinj 
about  it. 

Q.  Have  any  goods  been  shipped  by  you  from  New:  York  to  Havana? — A.  I  canno 
answer  that  question. 

Ordered  to  be  confined  in  Fort  Jackson. 

WM.  L.  G.  GREENE, 

Lieut,  and  A.'  D.  C. 
Exhibit 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  Noveynber  13,  1862, 

Mjyor-General  Butler's  compliments  to  Count  Meyan,  and  he  is  informed  by  a  witne* 
under  examination  that  Mr.  Alfred  Lemore's  box  of  papers,  which  implicates  him  in  ftaa 
upon  the  Government,  is  in  your  possession.     You  will  be  kind  enough  to  forward  it  fc 
the  bejirer,  Major  Clemenee. 
Respectfully, 

B.  F.  BUTLER, 
.    Major-Qeneraly  Commanding. 

Exhibit, 

New  Orleans,  November  13,  1862. 

Count  Meyan,  consul  of  France,  presents  his  compliments  to  General  Butler,  and  mu^ 

declare  to  him  that  he  has  no  box  with  papers  belonging  to  Mr.  Alfred  Lemore  in  hJ 

possession.     The  consul  of  France  in  the  same  time  takes  the  liberty  to  observe  to  Gen 

eral  Butler  that  in  the  case  he  should  have  such  papers  in  his  possession  it  would  be  i|fl- 

possible  for  him  to  give  them  up  without  the  formal  consent  and  presence  of  the  partiea 

interested. 

With  respect, 

The  consul  of  France — 

COUNT  MEYAN. 
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Exhibit. 

Headquabtebs  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

^etr  Orleans,  November  13,  1862. 

OoUDtMlCTAN: 

SiB:  Alfred  Lemore  states  that  his  box  is  in  your  possession.     Will  yon,  or  will  yon 
not,  give  it  ap?    Will  you  state  to  me  that  it  was  not  in  your  possession  since  yesterday 
moining? 
By  command  of  Miyor-General  Butler. 

H.  C.  CLARK, 
Lieut,  and  A.  D.  C. 
Exhibit. 

[Translation.] 

Consulate  of  Fbance, 
New  Orleans,  November  13,  1862. 

SiS:  I  received  this  evening  your  letter,  through  which  your  aide-de-camp,  Lieut.  H. 
C.  CUurk,  demands,  by  your  order,  if  I  will,  **  yes  or  no,"  give  up  a  certain  box  belong- 
ing to  Mr.  Alfred  Lemore.     I  had  already  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  said  box 
was  not  in  my  possession,  and  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  this  declaration. 
With  respect, 

COUNT  MEYAN. 
Uajor-General  Butleb, 

Commanding  Army  of  the  Gulf. 

ExhibU. 

Headquabtebs  DEpabtment  op  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  November  14,  1862. 

SiB:  Major-General  Butler  desires  to  know  if  you  will  return  a  direct  answer  to  his 
qnestioD,  Whether  the  box  of  papers  belonging  to  the  criminal,  Lemore,  has  been  in 
yooi  possession  since  the  arrest  of  the  criminal,  or  not? 
Respectfully, 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLER, 
Major- General  Commanding, 
Count  Meyan,  Consul  of  France. 

[Translation.] 

Consulate  of  Fbance,* 
New  Orleans,  November  14,  1862. 

Sir:  The  box  which  you  have  demanded  of  me  as  belonging  to  Mr.  Alfred  Lemore  is 
DO  loDger  in  my  possession,  as  I  have  had  the  honor  to  state  to  you.  It  was  taken  from 
the  ooiisulate  the  12th,  in  the  morning.  I  have  not  been  informed  of  the  hour  of  the 
«W8t  of  these  gentlemen,  and  cannot,  therefore,  know  whether  it  was  withdrawn  prior 
tiooiafter  the  arrest. 
With  respect, 

COUNT  MEYAN. 
Major-General  Butleb, 

Commanding  Army  of  the  Gulf. 

Headquabtebs  Depabtment  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  November  18,  1862. 

^MiKAL:  Yon  were  quite  correct  in  your  understanding  of  the  conversation  upon  the 
^bject  of  the  diposition  made  of  Alfred  and  Jules  Lemore,  with  which  you  did  me  the 
^nor  to  favor  me,  I  have  at  present  detained  them  for  trial,  which  I  propose  shall  take 
place  immediately  after  the  affair  upon  the  Conlon  plantation  can  be  investigated,  which 
ywi  desired  should  have  preference,  as  soon  as  the  case  now  before  the  military  commis- 
^Q  is  finished.  In  the  mean  'time  I  have  ordered  Jules  Lemore  to  Fort  Jackson  for 
'^fe-keeping,  till  further  orders,  and  as  I  do  not  think  the  United  States  is  bound  to  feed 
*ad  do^e  anybody  without  an  equivalent  I  have  directed  him  to  be  put  at  work. 

The  case  of  Alfred  Le  More  stands  differently,  in  this,  that  he  treated  my  authority 
^th  contempt,  refused  to  answer  all  proper  questions  put  to  him  in  regard  to  the  mat- 
^of  the  bank,  and  contumaciously,  contemptuously,  and  utterly  refused  to  produce 
^^^  papers  which  were  within  his  control,  necessary  to  my  investigation  of  the  affairs 
^  the  Rank  of  New  Orleans. 

^or  this  contempt  of  all  authority  on  the  part  of  a  confessed  criminal  I  directed  that 
^^  Le  More  would  produce  the  papers  he  should  be  confined  closely^  and,  q&  ^«  «kT^ 


\ 
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quite  unprepared  at  Fort  Pickens  for  means  of  certain  confinement,  I  added  the  ball 
chain. 

This  i)ortion  of  h\9  confinement  I^  More  can  at  any  time  alleviate  by  producing  tX 
papers  as  required.  He  intimated  in  the  presence  of  the  directors  of  the  bank  that  3i(^tf 
papers  were  on  board  of  your  ship,  the  Catinet,  an  idea  that  I  at  once  repelled  as  it  ir  - 
not  possible  that  a  French  ship  of  war  could  be  the  willing  custodian  of  the  evideDce  ^ 
guilt  of  any  person. 

The  form  of  the  order  of  confinement  of  the  Le  Mores,  till  **  further  orders/'  willsho- 
you  that  the  imprisonment  is  n\erely  provisional.     I  ctuinot  look  ijpon  the  crime  of  tlE 
Le  Mores  in  the  light  you  seem  to  do. 

While  living  in  this  city  in  June  last,  under  the  protection  of  the  United  States,  tb^ 
were  engaged  in  delivering  clothing  to  the  rebel  army  to  the  amount  of  more  than  ti« 
millions  of  francs. 

Whatever  may  be  said  of  the  transaction  of  those  of  war  to  the  rebels  there  can  be  ci 
doubt  of  the  heinousness  of  the  crime  of  those  foreigners,  who  living  here,  aid  the  rebel 
ion.     The  native  rebel  has  the  palliation  that  his  association,  his  training,  educaUos 
his  sympathies,  and  perhaps,  almost  necessities,  have  led  him  into  acts  of  treason.    N 
so  with  the  alien  of  rebellion.     He  has  been  warned  of  the  heinousness  of  his  ofiena 
against  sovereign  proclamations.     He  has  no  ties  or  associations;  he  has  no  States'  rig^ 
doctrines,  imbibed  from  childhood  teachings,  to  mislead  him;  he  has  no  country  here 
save,  or  Union.     He  is  merely  the  voluntary  guest  of  a  nation  which  protects  him,  ai" 
grants  him  more  commercial  advantages  than  be  believes  his  own  country  aflbrds  hi 
and  this  nation  he  aids  to  destroy.     His  acts,  if  done  by  a  citizen,  are  treason.     His  bz 
all  the  moral  guilt  of  treason;  he  breaks  the  laws  of  hospitality  of  the  country  wb^ 
subject  he  is,  and  the  laws  of  the  country  whase  protection  and  home  he  enjoys.    V 
only  excuse  is  greed  of  gain — to  love  of  the  **  thirty  pieces  of  silver  "  which  Judas 
for  betraying  his  master,  from  the  same  motives. 

You  may  be  sure,  admiral,  that  the  imprisonment  of  the  Le  Mores  is  not  definite pi^ 
ishment,  for  if  the  military  tribunal,  before  whom  these  men  shall  be  brought,  takft 
same  view  of  the  heinousness  of  their  crime  that  I  do,  and  if  the  proof  is  undoul^t 
their  punishment  is  likely  to  be  much  more  suited  to  the  depth  of  their  guilt 

While,  however,  I  claim,  and  in  a  proper  case  should  exercise,  the  right  and  pow^j 
try,  judge,  and,  if  guilty,  to  sentence  these  men  myself,  as  the  highest  authority  h^ne, 
repeat  that,  at  the  possible  moment,  these  men  shall  be  tried,  by  an  impartial  tson 
mission  of  officers  of  rank,  appointed  before  they  were  arrested. 

Meantime  I  claim  the  right  to  protect  myself  and  my  Government  from  the  oonfo 
macious  acts  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  an  attempt  to  overthrow  it,  whether  alfeo  ot 
native  bom. 

I  have  the  honor  to  assure  you,  admiral,  of  my  most  sincere  respect  and  personal 
esteem. 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLER, 
Major- General  J  Commanding. 

Filed  Sept.  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Ofrk. 

Deposition  of  John  Ray,  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  taken  before  George  P.  Boweo, 
United  States  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  Illinois,  on  the 
19th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1865. 

Int.  1.  What  is  your  name,  2^,  residence,  and  occupation  ? — A.  My  name  is  John  R»y; 
I  am  forty-nine  years  of  age  next  October;  I  reside  in  parish  of  Ouachita,  town  ofMon* 
roe,  and  State  of  Louisiana;  I  am,  and  have  been  for  about  26  years,  a  duly  licensed  and 
practicing  attorney  and  counsellor  at  law,  practicing  at  the  town  of  Monroe  and  a4J*'^^^ 
vicinity,  and  resident  of  said  town  of  Monroe  over  twenty-nine  years. 

Int.  2.  State  the  character  of  your  personal  intercourse  with  Dr.  John  T.  Simino"*» 
and  your  professional  relations  to  his  business  as  the  owner  in  part  of  and  manager  of  • 
cotton  plantation  on  the  Ouachita  River,  during  the  five  years  preceding  Jnne,  A-  ^• 
1864. — A.  I  have  been  well  and  intimately  acquainted  with  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons  fill* 
fifteen  years,  and  have  been,  as  I  believe,  his  attorney  in  all  his  litigation  during  all  tb»t 
period,  and  in  regard  to  the  plantation  of  Tatum  &  Simmons  referred  to  in  the  interrog- 
atory, and  have  been,  from  the  purchase  of  that  plantation  to  the  present  time,  I  h»^* 
been  employed  by  Simmons  whenever  legal  counsel  was  necessary,  and  have  been  floC*" 
salted  by  him  in  reference  to  all  such  matters,  and  conducted  all  his  litigations;  andUu^ 
relation  has  existed  closely  during  all  the  five  years  mentioned  in  the  interrogatory*  ^ 
am  a  retained  attorney  in  all  his  litigation  and  legal  business.  We  are  near  neighboi'i 
and  I  have  been  constantly  in  the  habit  of  seeing  him  very  frequently.  His  plastaticat 
lies  between  my  residence  and  my  own  plantation,  so  I  frequently  pass  it 

Int.  3.  State  whether,  in  oonsequence  ol  \»Vi\a  T%\a.tiou  to  Simmons  and  his  bosinetf  ^ 
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planter,  yon  were  familiar,  daring  the  time  spoken  of  in  yonr  last  answer,  with  his  trans- 
c^oDit  for  the  snpply  of  the  necessaries  for  the  working  of  his  plantation  and  the  dis- 
<Ma]  of  ite  products? — A.  I  think  I  was,  and  was  heing  habitnally  consulted  by  him 
'^MDt  these  matters. 

Int  4.  Did  yon  at  any  time  prior  to  the  year  1864  hear  the  said  Simmons  say  any- 
tmingor  give  in  any  manner  any  information  touching  any  s^le  of  a  certain  quantity  of 
ottoD,  800  bales  and  upwards,  or  any  cotton  whatever,  in  the  course  of  the  year  1862, 
'X"  at  any  other  time  previous  to  1864,  to  one  P.  Garcia,  or  any  other  person  acting  as  the 
^ent  of  said  Garcia,  or  in  his  behalf? — A.  I  did  not. 

Int  6.  When,  as  nearly  as  you  can  remember,  did  you,  if  at  any  time,  first  hear  the 
sud  Simmons  mention,  or  make  in  any  way  allusion  to,  the  name  of  said  Garcia? — A.  I 
Lonot  recollect  to  have  ever  heard  him  use  Garcia's  name  or  make  any  allusion  to  any 
Esansaction  with  said  Garcia. 

Int  6.  If  at  any  time  yon  participated  as  attorney  and  advising  counsel  in  any  con- 
:»«ct,  process,  or  partition,  or  other  transaction  involving  the  title  to  some  eight  hun- 
3Lred  or  more  bales  of  cotton,  then  stored  on  the  plantation  of  said  Simmons,  then  please 
[Plate  the  general  nature  of  such  transaction,  when  it  occurred,  and  what  participation 
you  had  in  it. — A.  On  the  25th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1862, 1,  as  attorney  for  John  T. 
Emmons  and  J.  T.  Sudeling,  attorney  for  the  heirs  of  Tatum,  met  on  the  plantation  be- 
longing to  the  said  Simmons  and  the  said  heirs  of  said  Tatum,  for  the  purpose  of  agree- 
liig  npon  terms  of  partition  between  the  said  parties,  owners  of  said  plantation  and  other 
property.    The  property  to  be  partitioned  was  land,  negroes,  about  1,100  bales  of  cot- 
^taa,  and  some  other  personal  property.     The  parties  then  agreed  that  instead  of  a  parti- 
tion, that  Simmons  should  take  the  entire  property,  land,  negroes,  cotton,  and  other  per- 
sonal property,  by  the  paying  the  heirs  of  Tatum  $50,000,  and  assuming  the  payment  of 
all  the  debts  of  the  late  firm  of  Tatum  &  Simmons,  which  amounted  to  about  $200,000, 
^hicb  debt  was  principally  due  to  Benjamin  Ballard,  from  whom  said  Tatum  &  Sim- 
mons purchased  said  plantation,  and  the  balance  for  supplies  furnished,  and  for  carrying 
on  said  plantation.     The  $50,000  was  to  be  paid  in  Confederate  bonds  or  Confederate 
treasury  notes,  both  then  having  considerable  money  value.     It  was  agreed  between  the 
parties  that  this  $50,000  should  be  raised  by  a  sale  of  so  much  of  the  cotton  stored  on 
the  plantation,  as  was  necessary  to  raise  the  amount,  to  the  cotton-purchasing  agent  for 
tbe  Confederate  States.     One  C.  G.  Young  was  sub-agent  under  the  general  agent  of 
said  government,  Andrew  McKee;  and  between  900  and  1,000  bales  of  the  cotton  then 
on  said  plantation  was  sold  to  said  Young  as  such  agent,  who  paid  over  for  the  same  the 
sam  of  $50,000  in  Confederate  treasury  notes  or  bonds,  and  a  memorandum  in  writing  of 
such  sale  was  made. 

Due  legal  proceedings  were  then  taken  by  the  attorneys  for  both  of  the  said  parties  to 
^vest  the  interest  of  said  Tatum  heirs  in  and  to  all  of  said  property  mention^,  and  to 
'«8t  the  title  of  all  the  same  in  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons,  and  a  deed  was  ultimately  made 
to  Binimons,  investing  him  with  the  complete  title  to  all  of  said  property,  real  and  per- 
sonal, and  tiie  $50,0(K)  in  Confederate  treasury  notei)  or  bonds  was  by  me,  for  said  Sim- 
"*ons,  paid  over  to  the  attorney  for  said  Tatum  heirs.  This,  I  think,  was  not  fully  per- 
fected and  completed  until  about  the  month  of  May  or  June,  1863,  when  it  \^as  fully 
^^nsummated,  this  delay  being  necessary  to  complete  the  legal  procee<lings  subsequent 
^  the  sale.  The  sale  and  delivery  of  the  cotton  was  completed  in  December,  186*2,  or 
w»  January,  1863. 

^Qt  7.  Did  or  not  this  sale  and  delivery  of  the  said  cotton  to  the  Confederate  agent, 
*fid  the  subsequent  legal  proceedings  referred  to,  all  proceed  upon  the  open  assumption 
**»d  express  understanding  on  the  part  of  Simmons  and  the  other  parties  thereto  that 
^e'ciid  cotton  was  at  that  time  an  unsold  and  unincumbered  portion  of  the  said  estate 
^  Simmons  and  the  Tatum  heirs? 
(Objected  to  by  Wm.  M.  Springer,  esq.,  proctor  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.) 
A.  They  did  proceed  upon  the  open  assumption  and  express  understanding  on  the  part 
^  Simmons  and  the  other  parties  thereto  that  the  title  of  said  cotton  was  in  said  Sim- 
J^nsand  said  Tatum  heirs,  and  I  heard  of  no  claimant  for  any  cotton,  except  of  one 
«yndred  bales  sold  Wameken,  Kirchoff  «&  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  and  that  was  no  part  of 
.  ^is  cotton  mentioned  as  sold  to  said  Confederate  States  agent,  there  being  then  on  said 
plantation  about  1,100  bales  of  cotton. 

Int  8.  State  what  you  may  know  of  Leon  Queyrouze,  and  especially  if  you  know  any- 
^ngof  him  as  the  agent  of  Garcia,  aforesaid. — A.  I  have  known  Mr.  Queyrouze  for 
•>ine  10  years  past.  He  was  a  grocer  and  wine  merchant  in  New  Orleans,  and  before  the 
^91 1  was  in  the  habit  of  purchasing  goods  of  him.  Since  the  war,  and  in  the  spring  of 
I^,  he  spent  some  time  in  the  town  of  Monroe.  I  think  he  and  Mr.  Jules  Le  More 
y^  there  at  the  same  time,  but  I  am  not  positive.  I  neither  knew  or  heard  of  his  be- 
^8  agent  of  or  for  Garcia.  I  had  very  little  conversation  with  Mr.  Queyrouze  about  hia 
"^neas  when  he  was  at  Monroe,  and  I  have  not  seen  him  since. 
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Int.  9.  Please  state  the  opportunity  you  had  to  know,  and  all  yon  did  know  at  the 
time,  of  any  sale  or  transfer  of  the  cotton  in  question,  in  the  winter  or  spring  of  19$4, 
by  the  said  Simmons  or  Queyrouze,  or  with  the  assent  of  both  or  either,  or  by  snnj 
other  person,  of  this  cotton  in  question,  to  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  for  himself  or  for  otber 
account. — A.  I  don't  know  of  any  sale  of  this  cotton  by  Simmons  or  Queyrouze  to  Mi. 
Jules  Le  More,  or  the  house  of  Le  More  &  Co. ;  all  I  know  about  it  is  this:  When  tbe 
cotton  was  being  removed  from  the  house  where  it  was  stored,  on  to  the  bank  of  the 
river  for  shipment,  I,  in  going  to  my  plantation,  passed  the  place  where  they  were  de> 
positing  it  on  the  river  bank.  It  was  being  moved  by  teams  belonging  to  Dr.  Simmoia 
and  a  man  nanied  Weintzel.  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  was  there,  seeming  to  superintend  the 
disposal  of  the  cotton.  In  conversation  with  Simmons  and  Weitzel  that  day,  they  told 
me  that  Jules  Le  More  hired  them  to  draw  the  cotton,  and  paid  $1  per  bale  in  grnn- 
backs  for  hauling  the  cotton.  I  heard  nothing  said  about  any  sale  of  the  cotton.  This 
was  two  days  previous  to  the  Federal  fleet  coming  up  to  Monroe. 

Int.  10.  Did  you  hear  of  any  sale  by  Simmons  of  any  part  of  this  cotton  in  tibe  year 
of  1862,  previous  to  the  sale  referred  to  in  your  former  answer,  and  which  took  place 
December,  1862,  to  the  Confederate  agent,  and  in  which  you  participated  ? — A.  I  did 
not. 

Int.  11.  Please  to  state  what  dealing  or  transactions,  if  any,  you  know  the  said  J.  T. 
Simmons  to  have  had  with  the  rebel  authorities,  civil  or  military,  or  their  agents,  dur- 
ing the  years  1861,  1862,  1863,  and  up  to  June,  1864. — A.  I  cannot  recollect  certainly 
whether  in  1861  he  had  any  business  contract  with  the  Confederate  authorities,  bat 
after  that  time,  and  up  to  the  spring  of  1865,  he  was  a  contractor  with  the  Confederate 
authorities  for  the  purposes  of  hauling,  and  general  purposes  of  transportation.  He  had 
about  a  dozen  teams  engaged.  He  was  also  distilling  whisky  under  a  like  contract,  and 
has  been  so  operating  for  the  last  two  years.  I  acquired  this  information  about  the 
transportation  j&om  seeing  Simmons's  teams  engaged,  and  what  Simmons  told  me.  As 
to  the  distillery,  I  have  seen  his  contract  with  the  Confederate  government,  imd  Sim- 
mons also  told  me,  and  although  I  was  never  in  the  still-house  it  has  been  pointed  oat 
to  me.  Mr.  Simmons  was  a  very  violent  secessionist;  always  has  been  one  of  the  luoit 
noted  in  that  country. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Springer,  Esq.,  for  G.  A.  L.  Le  More  &  Co.: 

Q.  1.  Do  you  know  whether  A.  W.  McKee,  the  cotton  agent  of  the  Confederacy,  ever 
sold  or  transferred  this  cotton  to  Messrs.  Withenbury  &  Doyle,  or  whether  Simmons  ever 
informed  you  of  any  such  sale? — A.  I  do  not  know  ;  and  Mr.  Simmons  never  gave  me 
any  information  on  that  subject. 

Q.  2.  What  do  you  know  of  Mr.  Simmons's  financial  condition,  and  has  he,  or  not, 
handled  considerable  sums  of  money  during  the  rebellion  ? — A.  Doct.  Simmons  handles 
a  good  deal  of  money,  and  has  during  the  rebellion.  He  rather  keeps  it  to  trade  with, 
than  to  pay  his  debts  with.     I  have  seen  him  have  $15,000  or  $20,000  at  a  time. 

Filed  June  19,  1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Clrrk. 

Deposition  of  Jules  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Hngh 
Madden,  notary  public  and  special  commissioner,  at  his  ofhce  in  the  city  of  New  Or- 
leans, La.,  on  the  28th  day  of  November  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  State  your  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  My  name  is  Jules  Le  More;  mj 
age  is  thirty-five  years;  my  residence  is  temporarily  in  New  Orleans;  my  occnpation,  a 
commission  merchant.  • 

Int.  2.  Have  you  ever  purchased  any  cotton,  as  agent,  for  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
&  Co.,  of  Havre,  France?  If  so,  slate  when,  where,  and  how  much. — A.  I  have  pur- 
chased a  certain  quantity  of  cotton  for  said  firm,  as  their  agent,  on  or  about  February 
last,  twenty -two  miles  below  Monroe,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  on  Simmons's  plantation. 
The  cotton  so  purchased  by  me  was  about  eight  hundred  and  thirty  bales. 

Int.  3.  From  whom  did  you  purchase  said  cotton,  and  how  mudi  did  you  pay  for  it, 
and  what  kind  of  funds? — A.  I  bought  said  cotton  from  Mr.  J.  Garcia,  and  I  paid  it»t 
the  rate  of  $160  per  bale  in  United  States  Treasury  notes,  as  per  copy  annexed  of  its 
original  invoice,  marked  A. 

Int.  4.  Did  the  person  from  whom  you  purchased  deliver  the  cotton  to  you?  and  if  so, 
state  the  circumstances  of  the  delivery. — A.  No;  said  cotton  was  delivered  to  me  by  its 
owner's  agent,  W.  L.  Queyrouse,  who  c^me  from  Mexico  with  me  for  that  purpose,  aod 
with  whom  conversation  had  taken  place  on  the  subject,  and  who  came  with  me  to  Sim- 
mons's place  to  conclude  the  bargain. 

Int.  5.  What  means,  if  any,  did  you  use  to  ascertain  who  was  the  owner  of  the  cot- 
ton?— A.  By  satisfactory  information  obtained  by  me  on  that  subject,  on  the  plantatioo, 
and  at  the  cotton  bureau  at  Shreveport,  besides  the  well-known  respectability  of  Hr. 
Queyrouse. 
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Int.  6.  How  was  the  cotton  marked  that  yon  boaght,  and  where  was  it  at  the  time  it 
Bs  delivered  to  yon? — ^A.  The  cotton  was  marked  as  follows:  170  bales  marked  8im- 
lons,  and  660  marked  Tatnm  &  Simmons.  Seeing  a  number  of  bales  marked  C.  S.  A.., 
aBked  for  explanation  from  Mr.  Qneyrouse,  who  answered  that  only  the  bales  of  the  iirst 
uik  were  so  marked,  and  that  it  had  been  done  to  save  them  from  destruction  by  con- 
^derate  soldiers,  leaving  them  so  under  the  impression  that  it  was  the  property  of  the 
oafederate  Gk>vemment,  and  he  added  that  it  had  been  often  done  on  several  planta- 
ona,  and  I  subsequently  ascertained  that  this  was  true.  The  cotton,  when  delivered  to 
le,  was  about  3}  miles  from  the  plantation,  in  a  place  called  old  plantation,  and  was 
bored  in  the  old  negro  quarters. 
Int.  7.  On  whose  plantation  was  said  cotton,  and  was  the  owner  of  said  plantation 
resent  at  the  time  of  said  delivery,  and  did  he  consent  to  the  delivery  of  said  cotton,  or 
lake  any  objection  to  the  same? — A.  On  Simmons's  plantation,  about  22  miles  from 
lonroe.  Yes;  be  was  present  in  person;  he  made  no  objection  to  the  delivery  of  said 
otton,  and,  on  the  contrary,  offered  his  services  for  anything  relative  thereto. 

Int.  8.  Was  the  cotton  weighed  and  examined  at  the  time  of  delivery? — A.  Yes;  I 
lad  examined  it,  and  I  caused  a  number  of  bales  to  be  weighed  to  have  an  average  of 
ibe  weights. 

^  Int.  9.  Did  you  mark  the  cotton,  or  take  any  steps  to  have  it  done,  at  the  time  of  de- 
iivery  or  immediately  afterward  ?  If  so,  how  was  it  marked  ? — A.  I  did  not  mark  the 
Qotton  myself,  but  Mr.  Simmons,  the  planter,  offered  to  have  it  marked  for  me,  and 
there  were  about  one  hundred  and  sixty  bales  marked  L.  M.  when  the  United  States 
Snnboats  came  and  took  possession  of  them. 

Int.  10.  Did  yon  move  said  cotton,  or  have  it  moved,  from  the  place  where  it  was  de- 
^▼cred  to  you?  If  so,  who  did  it  for  you,  and  what,  if  anything,  did  you  pay  for  re- 
moving it? — A.  Yes;  as  soon  as  I  was  placed  in  possession  of  said  cotton  I  made  arrauge- 
inents  with  Messrs.  Pargoud  &  Wentzell  to  transport  the  830  bales  from  the  old  planta- 
tion  to  Simmons's  landing,  on  the  river,  and  I  paid  the  gentleman  $1  per  bale  in  United 
S^tes  Treasury  notes,  as  appears  by  document  annexed,  marked  B. 

Int  11.  Where  was  the  cotton  placed  by  your  direction,  and  for  what  purpose  did  you 
nave  it  placed  there? — A.  The  cotton  was  placed,  according  to  my  instructions,  on  Sira- 
iDOQs's  landing,  on  the  river,  to  be  thence  forwarded  to  New  Orleans,  to  Mr.  Aristide  Mil- 
*Jpbeiger,  as  soon  as  the  formalities  prescribed  by  the  military  authorities  should  be  com- 
Pu'ed  with  by  him.  I  had  sent  to  Mr.  A.  Miltenberger  a  messenger  to  that  effect,  and  1 
"^  Oilso  written  to  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  to  that  effect,  as  ap- 
^ra  by  their  answers  to  Mr.  Montardier,  in  New  Orleans,  which  letters  are  hereto  an- 
'eted,  and  marked  C. 

y^'^'  12.  Did  you  get  any  permit  to  have  said  cotton  shipped;  and  if  so,  from  whom; 
^<*  '^hat  duty,  if  any,  did  you  pay  for  shipping  the  same;  and  to  what  place  was  it  to 
^^^^pped? — ^A.  Yes;  I  went  with  L.  Quey rouse,  at  Shreveport,  to  the  cotton  bureau, 
'^  "there  the  transfer  of  the  shipping  permit  was  signed  in  my  presence,  to  the  order  of 
-^.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  by  W.  C.  Broad  well,  chief  cotton  bureau,  upon  the  p:\y- 
^^ti  made  by  me  of  60  cents  in  specie  per  bale,  being  the  duty,  and  upon  the  condition 
^"t  all^of  said  cotton  should  be  sent  to  Europe,  except  the  necessary  quantity  to  pay  all 
^^^t^es,  and  General  Taylor  gave  a  written  permit  to  Mr.  Queyrouse  lor  the  removal  by 
^^ral  transports,  or  steamboats,  of  the  cottan  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. ,  as  appears  by 
'^  ^uiDexed  permit  of  General  Taylor,  marked  D. 

*^t.  13.  What  became  of  said  cotton  ? — A.  The  830  bales  of  the  above-described  cotton 
**  seized  and  taken  possession  of,  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1864,  by  a  flotilla  of  United 
'^t^B  vessels,  consisting  of  gunboats  and  transports,  commanded  by  Captain  Foster.  I 
^^  informed  of  the  fact  by  Mr.  Simmons  himself,  who  gave  me  the  two  following  certifi- 
*^i^  hereto  annexed  and  marked  E.  And  the  last  I  saw  of  the  cotton  myself,  it  was 
^  board  of  the  transports,  and  I  caused  to  be  taken  in  writing,  in  New  Orleans,  and 
^<Jer  oath  the  declaration  of  tlvo  persons  who  were  present  at  the  seizure  of  said  cotton 
*y  the  gunboats  as  aforesaid,  which  declaration  is  also  hereto  annexed,  and  marked  F. 
Int.  14.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Major  McKee,  a  Confederate  cotton  a;;ent? 
^  80,  who  was  he,  what  was  his  business,  what  authority  had  he  with  regard  to  cot- 
Jo,  and  how  you  obtained  your  information? — A.  I  do  not  personally  know  Major 

"^cKee,  bnt  I  often  heard speaking  of  him  at  Shreveport  and  at  Mouroe  as  bein^  a 

'Pecial  a^ent  of  the  Confederate  Government  to  buy  cotton,  bnt  I  never  heard  that  he 
^^  a  right  to  sell  any.  Mr.  Broadwell,  cotton  agent,  told  me  that  nobody  but  him- 
Qif(  Broad  well)  had  a  right  to  dispose  of  the  Government  cotton,  or  to  give  a  ship- 
ping or  a  removal  permit. 

Int.  15.  Were  yon  on  the  Ouachita  River  at  the  time  the  gunboats  that  seized  the 
Olton  hereinafter  spoken  of  ascended  said  river  f  If  so,  state  whether  said  gunboats 
let  with  any  resistance  in  ascending  the  said  river  on  that  expedition,  and  whether 
iiere  was  any  rebel  force  in  the  vicinity,  and  how  far  the  nearest  rebel  force  was 
t>m  the  place  said  cotton  was  seized,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge. — A.  Yes;  I  was 
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then  on  Frank  Pargoud's  lower  plantation,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  when  the  gun- 
boats ascended  said  river,  from  the  mouth  of  Ouachita  River  to  Monroe  City.  There 
were  no  obstacles  to  their  coming  up,  nor  any  resistance  whatever  offered  to  them. 
There  were  no  rebel  forces  in  the  neighborhood ;  the  nearest  rebel  force  was  between 
Alexandria  and  Natchitoches,  say  from  about  200  to  250  miles  distant. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  Withenbury  and  Doyle: 

(Protesting  against  the  form  of  many  of  the  direct  interrogatories  herein  propounded, 
as  indicated  thereon,  and  not  admitting  the  right  to  propound  any  of  them  to  said 
witness,  and  denying  the  right  of  said  iiiterveuors  to  examine  said  witness  at  all,  be- 
cause of  his  incompetency  to  testify,  said  Withenbury  and  Doyle  proceed  to  propound 
cross  interrogatories  to  the  witnesses.) 

Cross-int.  1.  What  interest  have  you  in  the  proceeds  arising  from  the  sales  of  the 
cotton  in  controversy  in  this  suit?— A.  I  have  no  interest  whatever,  except  a  com- 
mission, as  purcliasing  agent,  of  5  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  purchases. 

Cross-int.  2.  Wliat  intert'st  have  you  in  the  business  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co., 
of  Havre,  Frame?  What  interest  had  you  when  you  were  buying  cotton  for  them, 
and  what  int«'reat  have  you  now  ? — A.  I  never  had,  and  have  not  now,  any  int€».re«tin 
the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France. 

Cross-int.  :J.  What  interest  have  you  in  the  event  of  this  suit  T- -A.  None  whatever. 

Cross-int.  4.  What  connection  had  vou  with  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  oi 
Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orb  ans,  at  tho  time  of  the  breaking  out  of  the  present 
rebellion  in  the  United  States  of  America,  in  the  sj)riug  or  summer  of  18611    Statt 
your  interest  in  b(»th  and  how  long  it  continued.     Who  was  the  agent  of  said  hou8«*^ 
in  their  transactions  with  the  su-culled  Confederat>e  Goveruuient^  at  the   head 
which  is  one  Jelfersou  Davis  f    How  long  were  you  their  aueut  or  the  agent  of  either 
What  was  the  extent  of  your  agency  ?    What  transactions  di<l  they  or  either  of  thei 
have  with  the  so-called  Confederate*  Government  T    What  army  clothes  and  timbe 
and  other  army  supplies,  did  said  houses,  one  or  both  of  them  furnish  said  so-calii 
Confederate  Government,  or  any  of  the  agents  or  authorities  thereof  T     What  hi 
you  to  do  with  purchasing  or  furnishing  such  supplies,  or  any  of  them  T    State  t^IT 
circumstances  as  fully  as  if  you  were  specially  thereunto  interrogated. — ^A.  I  ha<l : — 
interest  whatever  in  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.     I  was  a  partner  in  the  hoi 
of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  in  New  Orleans.     My  interest  in  the  house  of  E.  Gantherin. 
Co.  was  the  same  as  that  of  .the  two  other  partners,  and  it  so  continued  till  the 
solution  of  the  lirm,  which  took  place  on  the  first  of  December,  1862.     The  house  of 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never  had  an  agent,  as  they  never  had  any  dealing  with  the  Conf* 
erate  Government.     As  to  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co..  they  have  no  interest 
this  suit,  and  having  been  myself  a  partner  in  said  firm,  I  uecline  answering  to  qi 
tious  concerning  its  afiairs.     1  have  heen  the  special  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  & 
for  about  six  months  previous  to  the  purchase  of  the  cotton  subject  to  this  suit ;  I 


also  full  p<»werto  enter  into  any  transacticms  I  thought  beneficial  to  said  firm  of  G — 
Le  More  &  Co.  The  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never  had  any  transaction  wl 
ever  with  the  Confederate  Government.  The  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never 
nished  any  clothing,  timber,  nor  army  supplies  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Govt^_  mth- 
ment,  or  its  agent  or  authoiities.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  any;  such  transactl  '^:»** 
AB  known  were  made  as  before  stat-ed. 

Cross-int.  4.  If  you  answer  the  second  direct  interrogatory  that  you  did  pnrcl 
cotton  for  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  you  will  iilease- state  from  whom 
purchased,  what  you  paid,  whether  in  army  supplies  furnished  the  so-called  Con: 
erate  Government,  their  agents,  or  servants,  or  otherwise.     State  particularly  w^ 
goods  or  supplies  were  so  mmished,  when  they  were  furnished,  and  at  what  place, 
to  whom  they  were  delivered,  and  in  what  way,  and  in  what  currency  or  prop«-^ 
they  were  to  be  paid.     State  all  the  circumstaT-ces  with  particularity? — ^A.  I 
chased  from  Mr.  P.  Garcia,  through  his  agent,  Mr.  L.  Queyrouse,  8J0  bales  of  co1;> 
for  which  1  paid  at  the  rate  of  |*l(iO  per  bale,  in  United  States  Treasury  notes, 
in  no  other  way.     And  for  further  details  I  refer  to  my  answers  to  the  in( 
tories  in  chief  on  that  suhject.  ^ 

Cross-int.  5.  State  what  connection  existed  beiween  the  French  house  of  G.  .^--     -^ 
More  &  Co.,  Havre,  France,  and  the  house  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orl*^-^»**|*' 
If  the^  were  partners  or  int<erested  in  any  way,  what  was  the  nature  of  that  co^»^*"' 
nership  or  interest?    How  was  it  evidenced,  in  writing  or  otherwise T    If  in  wri  "^^  ^Sr 
append  a  copy,  and  state  particularly  whether  that  writing  shows  all  of  the  arrft»>'^' 
ments  or  understanding;  then  state  fully  all  of  the  arrangements  and  anderstaca <^ >'D^ 
between  said  bouses ;  how  made  and  how  evidenced.     State  particularly  whcs-'^  ^^' 
rangements  and  understanding  there  were  between  said  houses  as  to  their  Amori*^'' 
trade  and  the  trade  in  the  lines  of  the  so-called  Confederate  authorities? — A.   Ti^^oe 
whatever.    The  two  houses  were  neither  partners  nor  interested  in  any  way  ia  t»^cb 
other's  business;  therefore,  I  cannot  produce  any  document  as  asked  for,  as  none  hss^ 
erer  ezioted. 


FRENCH   AND   AMEKICAN    CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  365 

■ 

9 

CrosB-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 

Cro88-int.  1.  What  int-erest  bave  you  in  the  result  of  this  case? — A.  I  have  no  in- 
terest whatever,  except  a  commission  of  5  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  purchases. 

CroB8-int.  2.  If  you  state  that  you  were  present  when  the  gunboats  seized  cotton, 

state  how   loni;  yon   had  been   at  that  point,  and  when  it  was  that  the  Confed- 

enit«  forces  left  that  point  or  that  vicinity.? — A.  When  the  gunboats  seized  the  cotton 

sabject  to  this  suit,  I  was  on  Pargomrs  lower  plantation,  on  the  Ouachita  River, 

about  six  or  seven  weeks  previous,  and  saw  the  cotton  on  board  of  the  gunboats.    The 

cotton  was  seized  and  taken  posHession  of  at  Simmons's  landing,  on  the  Ouachita, 

a'tout  22  miles  from  where  I  was,  and  I  saw  the  cotton  on  board  the  transports  when 

tbej  £Mcended  the  river,  and  anchored  before  Lazarre's  plantation,  opposite  where  I 

vtts  ou  the  10th  of  April,  where  I  then  saw  the  cotton  aboard.     There  was  not,  to  my 

knowledge,  any  rebel  forces  in  the  vicinity. 

Oro8s-int.  3.  How  near  was  the  nearest  rebel  fort  to  where  thi>  cotton  was  taken, 
ancl  when  was  such  fort  abandoned  ? — A.  There  were  no  forts  to  mj^  knowledge  in  the 
vioinity  of  the  place  where  the  cotton  was  seized;  at  least,  I  never  saw  any. 

OrosB  int.  4.  How  near  was  the  nearest  rebel  battery  to  where  the  cotton  was  seized, 
aud  when  was  such  battery  taken  away  by  the  rebels  f — A,  I  never  saw  any  rebel  hvX- 
ter^  in  that  vicinity,  nor  have  I  ever  heard  that  there  had  been  any.  The  only  rebel 
foT-co  that  I  ever  heard  of  as  existing  at  the  time  of  the  seizure  of  said  cotton  was  be- 
t^w^eu  Alexandria  and  Natchitoches,  say  from  200  to  250  miles  distant. 

Groas-iut.  5.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  gunboats,,  when  they  captured  the  cotton,  were 
^^fint  indications  of  Federal  authority  which  had  been  seen  in  that  part  of  the  country 
siKi.€e  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion  f — A.  No.  Before  the  arrival  of  said  gunboats, 
&t>OQt  the  28th  of  August,  1863,  the  Federal  forces  had  already  entered  that  part  of  the 
^Jjpotry,  in  the  town  of  Monroe,  under  the  command  of  Brigadier-General  Stevenson. 
*  »ie  troops  were  said  to  be  of  the  Corps  d'armee  of  Major-General  McPherson. 
^led  June  14,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  ClwK, 

Exkibii  A,  reftrrtd  to  in  depoaitian  of  Jules  Le  More. 

InToice  of  830  bales  of  cotton  sold  for  account  of  P.  Garcia,  esq.,  to  Jules  Le  More, 
^•^^l-,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.: 

^itnoaons,  170  balescotton pounds..    74,262 

**tmn  &  Simmons,  660  balescotton de 285,120 

b30  bales,  classing  as  follows: 
JJ^^  bales  middling  fair. 
J2J  ^ftl©8  good  middling. 
*w>  bales  strict  middling. 
J'*^  bales  middling. 
*^  bales  low  middling. 
^«6  bales  good  ordinary. 

^^  bales,  at  $160  per  hale  in  U.  S.  t.  n $132,800 

Monroe,  Bfarch  1,  1864. 
Heceived  payment  in  full. 

LEON  QUEYROUSE,  Agent 

,^X  do  certify,  on  honor,  that  this  is  the  true  copy  of  the  original  sent  to  G.  A.  Le 
^oreA  Co.,  in  Havre. 

JULES  LE  MORE, 
^ed  December  14,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Exhibit  B,  referred  to  in  depoeition  of  Jules  Le  More, 

Monsieur  JULVS  Lr  More  :  Yeuillez  payer  la  somme  que  vous  me  devez  pour  le 

httlage  da  coton  snr  ^habitation  du  Dr.  Simmons,  qui  se  montait  a  deux  cents  trente 

cinqae  piastres  en  greenbacks,  payable  en  or,  ce  Monsieur  August  Roxet.     Plus,  s'il 

^^  ▼oag  a  pas  etc  possible  de  m'envoyer  la  valenr  de  deux  cents  piastres  que  Je  vous 

^  i^mie,  veillez  le  require  en  or^  et  le  remettre  anssi  au  meme  et  11  vous  en  donnera 
••en. 

JOAN  PARGOUD. 
VoKaoB,  U  dnq  Mai,  1864. 
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Mr.  Jules  Le  More  :  Please  pay  the  snm  dne  me  for  the  hanling  of  cottoD.  at  the 
landing  of  Dr.  Simmons,  which  amoante  to  $2^)5  in  greenbacks,  payable  in  gold,  to 
Mr.  Augustus  Roxet.  If  you  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of  sending  me  the  yalne 
of  $20(),  which  I  remitted  to  yqn,  please  con  vert  it  in  to  gold,  and  pay  to  the  same,  and 
he  will  give  you  a  receipt. 

JOHN  PARGOUD. 

Monroe,  May  5,  1864. 

Received  from  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  a^ent  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre, 
France,  $830,  for  aco't  of  Messrs.  John  Pargond  and  Wentzell,  of  Ouachita  River,  for 
hauling,  at  the  landing  of  Dr.  Simmons's  plantation,  the  830  bales  of  cotton  bought 
by  said  Jules  Le  More,  for  acc't  of  said  firm,  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  from  Leon  Qney- 
rouse,  agent  of  P.  Garcia,  esq. 
New  Orleans,  May  24,  1864. 

A.  RAUXET. 
Witnesses : 

Samuel  Nelson, 
p.  montardier. 
J.  Pollock. 
Filed  December  14,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Exhibit  Cj  referred  to  in  depoHHon  qf  Jules  Le  More, 

Havre,  4  Mai,  1864  _ 
Monsieur  E.  Montardier,  JVetr  Orleans : 

Monsieur:  Pasa  lettre  de  Monroe  (Wachita),  en  date  du  28  Mars  d'er  dout  v 
nons  avez  envoye  copie  Mons'r  Jules  Le  More,  vous  informe  qn'il  a  fait  poor  nc 
compte  plusieurs  achats  de  coton,  et  nous  avous  pris  notre  de  snivants: 

L.  M.  323  balles,  de  Fhabitation  Lazare  (West  Wacbiti). 

L.  M.  660  balles,  de  Inhabitation  Simmons  (East  Wachita). 

L.  M.  206  balles,  de  Thabitation  Simmons  (East  Wachita). 

Ensd,  1, 189  balles  coton. 

Yeuillez,  monsieur,  si  vous  ne  Taves  deja  fait,  faire  entrer  oes  cotons  an  oonsnl&.'fc  cle 
France  a  New  Orleans  en  netirer  un  certificat  constatant  le  titre  de  propriete  Fjst^ii- 
caise,  et  envoyer  sur  les  lieux  autant  de  certificats  qu41  y  aura  de  depots. 

Vous  aurez  soim  egalement  de  faire  couvrir  Tassurance  du  feu  et  d^uvrir  en  toKzips 
une  police  ^assurance  maritime  de  riviere  quand  on  expediera. 

Comme  il  est  probable  que  les  prochaines  lettres  de  Monsieur  Jules  Le  More  ^^^ona 
annonceront  de  nouveauz  achats  vous  voudrez  bien  agir  de  meme  que  pour  3^ « 1^ 
balles  precit'ees.    Vous  foumirez  sur  nous  une  trait  pour  le  montat  dee  primes  d'&jBSiir- 
ance,  certificats,  cousulaircs,  etc.    Le  tout  accueil  est  a  Tavance  reserve  a  vos    dis- 
positions. 

Nons  vous  presentons,  monsieur  nos  civilit«s  empressees. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  A  Ci>- 
rXranslAtton.] 

Havre,  May  4, 18M. 
Mr.  £.  N.  Montardieb,  New  Orleans : 

Sir:  By  his  letter  from  Monroe  (Wachita),  dated  the  28th  day  of  March  last^  3At* 
Jules  Le  More  informed  you  that  he  has  made  on  our  account  more  purchases  of  oot- 
ton,  and  we  have  taken  note  of  the  following :  * 

L.  M.  323  bales,  ft'om  the  plantation  of  Lazare,  West  Wachita. 
L.  M.  660  bales,  from  the  plantation  of  Simmons,  East  Wachita. 
L.  M.  206  bales,  from  the  plantation  of  Simmons,  East  Wachita. 

Total,  1,189  bales  cotton. 

You  will  please,  sir,  if  you  have  not  yet  done  it,  to  enter  cotton  at  the  French  <»^A' 
snlate,  in  New  Orleans,  getting  the  certificate  proving  the  title  as  French  propef^7' 
and  get  as  many  certificates  as  there  are  places  where  the  cotton  is  stored. 


Ton  will  take  equal  care  to  insure  against  fire,  and,  in  time,  get  a  policy  of  id 
insurance,  as  may  be  expedient. 

As  it  is  probable  that  the  next  letters  of  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  will  tell  you  of  new  ^^*'''' 
cbaeee  of  oottoD,  you  will  do  well  to  act  as  in  the  case  of  the  1,189  bales  above  n^^^' 
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lioned.   Yoa  will  draw  apon  ns  for  the  amount  of  the  iDsiiranoe  premium,  consular 
eertilicatefl,  &c.f  and  all  the  rest  is  left  at  your  discretion. 
We  present  to  you,  sir,  our  distinguifiihed  civilities, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

Havre,  13  Mai,  1864. 
Monsieur  E.  N.  Moxtardier,  New  OrJeaiis : 

Monsieur  :  Les  nouvelles  de  chez  vous  vont  Jusqn'au  21  avril,  mais  sans  auoune 
lettredeyoas  a  repondre;  nous  vous  acheminons  d'autre  part  notre  prix  curant  da 
jour,  et  ci  has  2me  de  notre  demiere  lettre  du  6  courant. 
Voe  (levones, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

L'inclnse  par  M.  Jules  Le  More,  S.  Y.  P. 

Havre  6  Jtfai,  1864. 
Monsieur  £.  N.  Montardier,  New  Orleans : 

Nona  vons  confiruions  notre  du  4  curant,  par  Germania,  et  aux  recommendations 
Qn'elle  oontenait  nous  venous  en  ajouter  une  que  nous  considirons  comme  tres  impor- 

'  tante;  c'est  ^u'il  faudra  recommander  aux  delegues  des  habitations  porteurs  des  certifi- 
cate consulaires  que,  dans  le  cas  on  les  federaux  iraient  snr  les  plantations  memos 
*^i4ar]e  cotton,  ils  devrient  exiger  que  ceux  qui  saisiraent  endonnant  un  recu  an  dos 
^  certificat  consnlarie,  prenant  en  meme  temps  les  notes  de  leurs  noms,  qualites,  &c. 

'^ona  pensons  u^avoir  plus  rien  a  ajouter  a  toutes  nos  recommendations,  et  dans  le  cas 

^0  noQs  aarions  omis  quelque  chose,  nous  vous  reposons  entierment  pour  vons  faire 

wneceasaire. 


Nous  vous  presentons, 
^l©d  December  14,  1864. 


G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 
GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
Havre,  May  13,  1864. 


fTranslatloiiJ 

^'  B.  N.  Montardier, 

New  Orleans: 

.  ^IH:  News  comes  firom  yon  up  to  the  2l8t  of  April,  but  without  any  letter  from  you 
t^^Uawer.    We  send  in  another  our  daily  price  current,  and  below  a  duplicate  of  our 
^'^  letter  of  the  6th  instant. 
Your  servants, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

''^l^ase  give  the  inclosed  letter  to  Mr.  Jules  Le  More. 

Havre,  May  6,  1864. 

•'^  Bi.  N.  Montardier, 

New  Orleans : 

^J^«  confirm  to  yon  our  letter  of  the  4th  instant  by  the  Germania,  and  to  the  advices 
^^^^ch  it  contains  we  beg  to  add  another,  which  we  consider  very  important;  that 
2^^^  will  be  proper  to  instruct  the  agents  of  the  plantations  holdine  the  consular  cer- 
^^^^tes  that  in  cases  where  the  Federals  go  upon  the  plantations  themselves  to  seize 
w^^V>ii  they  should  require  those  who  make  the  seizure  to  give  a  receipt  upon  the 
2^^^  of  ^the  consular  certificate,  taking  at  the  same  time  notes  of  the  names,  quali- 
1^^^  ^cc.  We  think  we  have  nothing  more  to  add  to  all  tha advice;  and,  in  6ase  we 
^^^©  omitted  anything,  we  trust  entirely  to  you  to  do  what  is  necessary. 
We  present  to  you,  &c., 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  <&  CO. 

Exhibit  D,  referred  to  in  depoeitian  of  Jules  Le  More. 

Headquarters  District  Western  Louisiana, 

'      Jit  the  field,  April  5,  1864. 

^ormiBsion  is  granted  to  Mr.  Qneyrouze  to  remove  by  steamboat,  brought  from  the 
^otn^'s  lines,  certain  cotton  on  the  Ouachita  River,  belonging  to  the  nouse  of  Le 
**^&Co. 

By  command  of  Malor-General  Taylor. 

•       E.  SURGET,  A.  A.  General. 

^M  Deoember  14, 1»64. 

GEO.  P.  BOWE»^,C\«rk. 
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Exhibit  Ef  referred  to  in  deposition  of  Jules  Le  More, 

1  certify  that  on  the  8th  of  April,  1864,,  that  the  Federal  ganboats  and  tranapor 
arrived  at  my  plantation  and  took  on  board  all  the  cotton  belonging  to  G.  A.  Le  Mo 
^kCo. 

Hopewell  Plantation,  April  12, 1864. 

J.  T.  SIMMONS. 

I,  the  underHigued,  do  certify  on  honor,  that  on  the  8th  day  of  April,  1864,  830  bal 
of  cotton,  marked  Simmonn,  and  Tatum  Sl  Simmons,  bought  by  Jules  Le  More,  on  L 
half  of  G.  A.  Le  More  <&  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  were  taken,  on  my  plantation,  b> 
Federal  transport  of  the  Federal  fleet,  commanded  by  Captain  Foster,  and  refase<j 
give  a  receipt  for  the  same. 

Hopewell  Plantation,  April  16,  1864. 

J.  T.  SIMMONS 

Monro js,  La.,  April  24,  1864 

I  certify  that  the  signatnre  of  John  T.  Simmons  to  the  within  is  genuine. 
In  testimony  whereof  I  herennto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office  this  2- 
of  April,  1864. 

CHAS.  DEHERY, 
Recorder  and  ex-offioio  Notary  PtMim 

Pour  copie  conform  a  Toriginal  depose  dans  lea  archives  de  ce  consulat  par  ] 
Jales  Le  More,  snjet  Francais  agissant  en  sa  qualite  d'agent  de  la  raison  commerc 
Francaise  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  du  Havre. 

Le  Oerant  du  consulat : 

[8KAL.  ]  FANCONNET. 

Nonvelle  Orleans,  6  Mai,  1864. 

No.  d'ordre  2,247 ;  art.  63  da  tarif ;  8  francs  solvit. 

GEO,  P.  BOWEN,  CUrk. 
Filed  December  14.  1864. 

» I  Translation.] 

A  copy  of  the  original  placed  in  the  archives  of  this  consulate  by  Mona.  Jales  J 
More,  French  subject,  acting  in  his  position  of  agent  for  the  French  commercial  fii 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,. of  Havre. 

New  Orleans,  6  May,  1864. 

The  acting  consul: 

[8KAL.]  FANCONNET. 

No.  of  order,  2,247;  article  63  of  tariff;  8  franco  solvit. 

Exhibit  Ff  referred  to  in  deposition  of  Jules  Le  More. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Orleans : 

Before  me,  Edmund  Meunier,  3d  justice  of  the  peace  for  the  parish  of  Orleans,  p< 
sonally  came  and  appeared — 

First.  Augnste  Nicolas  Rauxet,  baker,  residing  at  Monroe,  parish  of  Onaehi 
(State  of  Louisiana);  2d.  Theophila  Dnffanl,  butcher,  residing  at  Monroe,  parish 
Ouachita  (Louisiana),  who  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law,  declared  and  said: 

First.  That  they  are  French  subjects,  and  have  taken  the  oath  required  by  Gener 
Order  No.  41. 

Second.  That  they  were  at  Monroe,  parish  of  Ouachita  (State  of  Louisiana^ 
February  and  March,  1864 ;  that  they  met  there  Mr^  Jules  Le  More,  agent  of  the  ni 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France ;  that  in  the  first  days  of  the  mooth 
March,  18(j4,  they  were  told  that  Mr.  Jnles  Le  More,  acting  in  and  for  the  account 
the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  had  become  proprietor  of  two  lots  of  04 
ton,  comprising  1,153  bales. 

Third.  That  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  caused  to  be  transported  on  the  Lazarre  plantatioi 
by  Waddell,  David  Hassley,  and  Byrne,  all  citizens  of  the  town  of  Monroe,  323  bal« 
of  cotton,  stored  in  various  places,  and  830  bales  on  the  Simmons  plantation,  or  rat/idi 
on  the  Ouachita  River,  at  the  landing  of  the  said  plantation,  by  John  Pargond  aod 
Weintzell. 

Fourth.  Three  hundred  and  twenty-three  bales  were  marked  L.  M.,  830  were  marked 
Tatom  A,  Simmons. 
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Fifth.  That  it  is  tlieee  1,153  bales  of  cotton  transported  and  4e6igTiated,  which  on 
the  8th  and  10th  of  April,  1864,  were  taken  by  order  of  Commandant  Foster,  and 
loaded  on  board  the  transports  follow  ins  the  Lafayette. 

Sixth.  That  daring  their  sojonrn  at  Monroe  they  heard  a  great  number  of  persons 
^kUcing  about  these  cottons,  and  that  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  had  always  been 
m«otioDed  as  the  proprietor  of  these  1,153  bales  of  cotton,  and  that  no  other  name  or 
p«noD  was  ever  mentioned. 

Seveuth.  Auguste  Rauxet  declares,  personally,  that  he  was  charged  by  Messrs. 
John  Pargoud  &,  Weintzell  to  receive  of  Mr.  Jules  Lo  More  the  price  of  the  traaspor- 
tation  of  i<K)  cotton  bale»,  placed  on  the  Simmons  plantation  or  at  its  landing,  and 
tfcat  for  the  drayage  he  received  $1  per  bale  in  United  States  treasury  notes,  or  |830 
for  tbe  said  S30  cotton  bales. 

Mr.  Theophile  Duffard  confirms  what  has  been  declared  by  Mr.  Auguste  Rauxet,  of 
tbe  payment  made  to  Messrs.  Pargoud  &>  Weintzell. 

A.  RAUXET. 
T.  DUFFARD. 
,     Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  on  the  12th  August.  1864. 

ED.  MEUNIER,  3  J.  P. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Eiecuiire  Dfpartmeni: 

By  J.  Madison  Wells,  lieutenant  governor,  and  acting  for  Michael  Hahn,  governor 
of  the  said  State.    To  all  who  shall  see  these  presents  greeting : 

Know  ye,  that  the  certificates  of  oath  to  the  instrument  of  writing  hereto  annexed, 
i<  in  due  form  and  made  by  the  proper  officer,  and  that  Ed.  Meunier,  whose  name  is 
sobttcribed  thereto,  was,  at  the  time  of  subscribing  the  same,  and  now  is,  third  justice 
of  the  peace,  in  and  for  the  parish  of  Orleans,  city  of  New  Orleans,  duly  appointed 
And  comnnssioued ;  and  full  faith  and  credit  are  due  and  ought  to  be  given  to  his 
-  official  acts  accordingly. 

Oiven  under  my  band  and  seal  of  the  State,  at  tbe  city  of  New  Orleans,  this  12th 
^ay  of  August,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-fotir, 
And  of  tbe  independence  of  the  United  Stat«s  of  America  the  eighty-ninth 
C1-.8.]  J.  MADISON  WELLS, 

Lieutenant  and  Acting  Governor. 


^y  the  governor : 

8.  Wrotnowski,  Secretary  0/ State, 

**iled  December  14, 1864. 


GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk^ 

.^OflitioD  of  John  Martial  Lafeyre,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before 
^ogh  Madden,  ootary  public  and  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of 
^«w  Orleans,  La.,  on  the  28th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  1864. 

^nt.  I.  State  your  name,  occupation  and  residence.— A.  My  name  is  ,John  Martial 
^f<^,yre;  I  am  president  of  the  Lonisiana  State  Bank,  and  I  reside  in  New  Orleans. 
^  Int.  2.  Stace  what  connection,  if  any,  yon  had  with  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  of 
'^^^  Orleans. — A.  I  am  the  president  of  said  bank. 

-Int.  3.  State  whether  you  are  well  acquainted  with  the  dealings  of  said  bank  in 
«otton.-A.  Yes,  sir. 

tk  °^'  ^*  ^^^®  whether  ever,  to  your  knowledge,  said  bank  ever  sold  any  cotton  on 
!~^  8immons  plantation,  on  tbe  Ouachita  River;  if  so,  to  whom,  and  when  and  by 
2^Qom  was  it  delivered  f — A.  About  the  month  of  March,  1864,  among  other  lots  of 
r^tton,  935  bales,  lying  on  the  plantation  of  J.  T.  Simmons,  were  sold  by  the  bank 
^^>t)Qgh  their  agent,  John  A.  Stevenson,  to  A.  D.  Grieff  and  £.  Zunts.  No  delivery 
^'  the  cotton  was  made  to  them,  as  they  were  expected  to  take  it  themselves  on  the 
•pot 

Int^5.  Stat-e  whether  or  not  said  bank  did  or  did  not  abandon  all  claim  to  cotton  on 
^e Ouachita  River,  and  in  lieu  thereof  claim  cotton  on  Red  River;  and  when  said 
^^andoumi^nt  of  cotton  on  Ouachita  River  was  made  by  said  bank ;  and  whether  such 
^^andonment  by  said  bank  was  at  any  time  contemplated. — A.  The  agent  of  the  bunk, 
^hn  A.  Stevenson,  abandoned  the  claim  to  the  Ouachita  cotton  several  months  after 
^«  lot  on  the  Simmons  plantation  was  seized. 

Cross-interrogatory  in  behalf  of  Withenbury  and  Doyle : 

Cross-int.  I.  If  yon  answer  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory,  that  the  bank  did  not  sell 
^Dyeotton  on  the  Simmons  plantation,  please  state  fully  what  cotton  it  was,  how 
^ukfd,  from  what  source  purchased,  and  append  the  original  source  of  title.  State 
^  the  circumstances  of  the  purchase.    If  it  was  sold,  to  whom  sold,  and  for  what  oon- 

fl.  Ex.  235 24 
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sideratioD,  aod  was  the  consideration  paid,  and  in  what  was  it  paid ;  state  the  circnm- 
stances  minutely  ;  state  the  circnmstances  of  any  deliveT3'  that  was  made  of  the  cot- 
ton, who  was  present,  how  was  it  delivered,  to  whom  and  by  whom,  and  what  sort  of 
delivery  was  it.  Were  you  present,  and  what  agency  had  you  in  the  premiBes,  and 
what  did  you  do  in  reference  to  the  delivery  f — A.  I  do  not  know  what  cotton  it  waa^ 
nor  how  it  was  marked  ;  it  was  purchased  from  the  Confedeiate  Govemment  Id  ex- 
change for  other  cotton.  From  whom  the  Confederate  Government  bouj^bt  it  I  do 
not  know.  It  was  sold,  as  before  stated,  by  the  bank  to  A.  D.  Grieff  and  J.  £.  Znnts, 
at  the  price  of  30  cents  per  pound,  free  of  all  charges  and  duties,  they  binding  them- 
selves to  take  possession  of  it  and  bring  it  to  this  city.  No  other  kind,  of  delivery  wis 
made. 

Cross-int.  2.  If  you  answer  the  fifth  direct  interrogatory  in  the  affirmative,  that  the 
State  Bank  of  Louisiana  did  abandon  all  claim  to  cotton  on  the  Ouachita  River,  will 
you  pleaae  state  what  title  it  had  to  the  cotton  on  that  river,  whence  it  derived  its 
title,  and  append  to  your  auswer  copies  of  all  papers  in  anywise  connected  withsaoh 
title.  You  will  please,  likewise,  state  what  cotton  is  referred  to  on  said  river,  and 
what  cotton  is  referred  to  on  Red  River,  and  from  whence  said  bank,  if  they  had  any,  • 
derived  its  title  thereto.  If  there  was  an  abandonment,  state  why  it  was  abandoned, 
and  at  whose  instance  and  for  what  reason.  You  will  please,  also,  say  what  connec- 
tion, if  any,  one  John  A.  Stevenson  had  witb  said  bank's  cotton  In  Louisiana.  If  yon 
answer  that  be  was  said  bank's  a^ent,  please  append  any  written  evidence  you  may 
have,  or  said  bank  may  have,  of  his  agencv ;  also  the  originals  or  copies  of  all  letters 
written  by  him  to  you  or  said  bank  in  re/erence  to  said  cotton,  or  any  of  it,  or  any 
other  cotton  which  he  was  controlling  for  the  bank,  in  any  manner,  but  more  partic- 
ularly the  letter  of  said  Stevenson  to  you  individually  or  as  president  of  said  bank,  or 
otherwise,  dated  S^thMay,  18G4,  a  copy  of  which  is  here  shown  you,  and  which  is  in 
the  words  and  following : 

Shreveport,  Moy  28, 1864. 
J.  M.  Lafeyre.  Esq. : 

Dear  Sir  :  I  have  written  yon  several  times,  but  my  letters  may  not  have  reached 
you.  I  have  been  so  exercised  of  J  ate  by  events  of  late  that  I  hardly  know  which 
end  I  stand  on.  I  have  lost  more  b^  burning  than  I  at  first  thought,  perhaps  3,000 
bales.  I  have  canceled  my  trade  with  the  parties  out  here,  and  now  have  cnargeof 
my  original  cotton.  I,  of  course,  can  do  nothing  but  take  care  of  it.  No  cotton  will 
be  allowed  to  go  out  of  these  lines  till  the  war  ends.  Permits  are  all  canceled.  Had 
the  authorities  on  our  side  acted  promptly  the  results  would  have  been  different. 

JOHN  H.  STEVENSON. 
J.  M.  LAFEYRE. 

A  true  copy. 

State  what  connection  said  Stevenson  had  with  the  so-called  Govemment  of  the 
Confederate  States  of  America,  in  furnishing  it  aid  and  comfort,  either  by  his  personal 
services  or  his  means.  What  connection  had  he  with  the  construction  of  the  rtm 
Manassas,  or  with  furnishing  means  to  aid  in  its  construction  f 

A.  John  A.  Steyenson,  by  authority  of  General  Butler  and  General  Shepley,  in  ooD' 
junction  with  the  late  J.  J.  Green,  were  sent  out  into  the  Confederacy  in  the  month  of 
October  or  November,  1862,  with  one  million  of  dollars  in  Confederate  money,  belong' 
ing  to  the  State  of  Louisiana  and  to  the  State  Bank  of  Louisiana,  with  a  view  to  faftv^ 
the  money  invested  in  oott<on.  The  money  was  Invested  on  the  Red  River  district.  After 
the  cotton  was  bought  and  stored,  a  propositiou  was  made,  in  August,  1863,  by  John  A. 
Stevenson  (Green  having  died  already),  to  the  Confederate  authorities  to  havehiscot' 
ton  exchanged  against  Government  cotton  on  the  Ouachita  Riv^,  provided  the  CoO' 
federate  Government  would  allow  said  cotton  to  be  brought  into  the  Federal  linea,  9^^ 
with  the  proviso,  also,  that  should  he  not  be  able  to  take  possession  of  the  cotton  on  the 
Ouachita,  he  would  have  the  right  to  reclaim  his  original  cotton.  The  proposition 
was  accepted  by  the  Confederate  authorities,  and  in  the  hopes  of  reaching  the  oottop 
on  the  Ouachita,  the  bank  sold  it  to  Grieif  &  Zunts.  Among  the  list  of  cotton  thoi 
obtained  from  the  Confederate  authorities  were  the  935  bales  on  the  plantation  of  J* 
T.  Simmons.  The  bank  has  taken  no  action  on  the  abandonment  by  Stevenson  of 
the  cotton  on  the  Ouachita,  and  about  3,000  bales  of  our  Red  River  cotton  haviiig 
been  burned,  as  we  suppose,  by  the  Confederates,  we  lay  claim  to  an  equal  amoont 
on  the  Ouachita.  The  original  papers  concerning  this  transaction  have  all  been  io 
the  hands  of  the  military  authorities  here,  and  are  now  in  the  posaession  of  John  A* 
Stevenson.  Said  Stevenson  has  acted  through  the  whole  business  as  agent  of  the 
Louisiana  State  Bank,  but  no  written  authority  to  that  effect  exista,  because  it  was 
deemed  advisable  that  he  should  not  assume  that  capacity  in  the  Confederacy.  The 
reason  why  the  abandonment  of  the  Ouachita  cotton  was  made  by  the  agent  isthftt 
he  lost  all  hopes  of  getting  possession  6f  it.  In  reference  to  the  letter  annexed  to  the 
interrogatory,  it  is  a  true  copy,  except  that  the  word  "  our  "  in  the  laat  paragr^l^ 
on^ht  to  be  ^'  your/'  meaning  the  mWitaT^  viWioxltiea  in  New  Orleans. 
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e  other  letter,  and  only  one,  from  Stevenson,  of  which  I  annex  a  copy, 
As  to  Stevenson's  connection  with  the  Confederpte  Government,  and  of 
am  Manassas,  I  have  no  further  knowledge  than  the  general  belief  that 
promoter  of  that  ram. 

.  3.  Please  say,  if  you  know,  to  what  John  A.  Stevenson  refers  in  his  letter 
ed  where  he  says,  ''I  have  canceled  my  trade  with  the  parties  out  here,'' 
party  does  he  refer  to,  and  what  was  the  trade  that  he  refers  to  f 
ird  cross-intorrogatory  he  answers  and  says :  The  meaning  of  the  phrase- 
3yed  in  the  letter  of  John  A.  Stevenson,  I  undttrstand  to  oe,  that  he  has 
e  original  exchange  of  cotton  with  the  Confederate  authorities, 
cember  14,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerh 

Exhibit  L,  referred  to  in  depoeitian  of  John  M,  Lafeyre, 

Shreveport,  La.,  October  4,  1864. 

;trk,  Esq. : 

i:  I  have  mnch  I  would  like  to  communicate  regarding  our  business,  that 
rest  you  and  the  directory.  Suffice  it  to  say  that  all  the  expectations  and 
its  made  or  attempted  while  in  the  city  were  of  no  avail,  and  no  beneficial 
ither  party  could  arrive  by  an  effort  to  carry  out  any  portion  of  them  outy 
tm  which  military  affairs  took. 

\  could  have  been  gotten  out  underthem,  and  therefore  did  not  hesitate  to 
[e  I  could  my  contract  with  the  parties  out  here.  So  far  I  am  getting  on 
»nd  have  busied  myself  in  taking  care  of  my  cotton.  Some,  I  previously 
Du,  had  been  burned,  and  I  have  liad  some  actually  stolen  and  Uauled  away. 
t,  or  may  not.   ' 

(rnment  here  is  requiring  the  cotton.  Large  quantities  are  being  tranv 
[exioo,  and  from  my  stand-point,  if  the  war  goes  on  one  more  year,  it  will 
ball  do  my  best  to  keep  my  cotton  to  the  last,  trusting  to  some  favorable 
favor.  The  papers  referred  to  in  my  last,  and  which  X  promised  to  send 
)  not  been  able  to  procure.  You  can  rest  assured  I  will  do  the  best  I  can, 
•ends,  I  fear,  upon  the  continuance  of  the  war.  Yon  will  have  to  furnish 
leans  to  my  family  to  get  along  on  from  time  to  time  as  required.  Give  my 
ts  to  the  directory, 
ectfnlly  yours, 

JNO.  A.  STEPHENSON., 
►py. 

J.  M.  LAFEYRE. 
sember  14, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  ClerJi. 

of  Jules  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  John  N. 
justice  of  the  peace,  at  his  office  at  Decatur,  in  Macon  County,  Illinois,  on 
day  of  September,  A.  D.  1864. 

.  1.  State  j^onr  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — Answer.  I  am  thirty-five 
I  am  a  citizen  ofFrance ;  I  am  a  commission  merchant  and  agent  of  G.  A. 
Co.,  of  Havre,  France. 

ve  yon  ever  purchased  any  cotton,  as  agent  of  said  firm,  and  for  them  T  If 
hen,  where,  and  how  mpch. — A.  I  purchased  a  certain  quantity  for  said 
g  which,  323  bales  near  Monroe  on  the  Ouachita  River.  I  bought  it  and 
on  the  1st  of  March,  A.  D.,1864. 

>m  whom  did  you  purchase  said  323  bales  of  cotton,  and  how  mnch  did  you 
»nd  in  what  kind  of  funds  f — A.  I  bought  59  bales,  marked  A.  Lazare,  from 
iimBelf,a  planter  living  one  mile  from  Monroe,  on  said  river.  I  paid  bim  at 
'  $160  per  bale  in  United  States  Treasury  notes;  and  264  bales  from  John 
rho  is  a  French  citizen,  who  resides  temporarily  on  the  Pargoud  planta^ 
Monroe,  La.,  and  paid  him  at  the  rate  of  f  160  per  bale  in  the  same  cur« 

you  know  where  raised,  and  who  raised  said  cotton  f ^ A.  The  59  bales  were 

[r.  A.  Lazare  on  his  plantation  aforesaid,  and  the  other  by  different  planters 

hborhood,  who  raised  the  same  on  their  respective  plantations. 

>m  whom  did  John  Pargoud  purchase  the  said  264  bales  of  cotton  f — A.  From 

lanters. 

I  yon  obtain  possession  of  said  323  bales  of  cotton,  or  place  any  marks  on 

-A.  I  did  obtain  possession  of  said  cotton,  and  marked  it  myself  with  the 

f.,  part  in  red  and  part  in  black.    The  letters  L.  M.  6tanA^ciTLA'^Q\^^ 

nark  of  G.  A.  Le  More  <fe  Co, 
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Q.  7.  Do  yon  know  wbat  became  of  said  323  bales  of  cotton  f — A.  Tbey  were  take; 
on  tbe  lOtb  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1864,  from  the  place  where  I  had  it  placed  oo  the  bun] 
of  the  river  by  me,  by  the  gunboat  commanded  by  Captain  Poster,  and  put  on  boar 
a  transport  by  United  States  sailors.    I  was  present  when  the  cotton  was  taken. 

Q.  8.  Describe  the  exact  place  from  which  the  gunboat  took  the  cotton. — A.  It  wa 
taken  from  the  plantation  of  Lazare,  outside  of  the  inclosure,  on  the  bank  of  tk 
river,  where  I  had  placed  it  for  the  purpose  of  shipping  to  New  Orleans. 

Q.  9.  On  whose  account  and  for  whom  did  you  purchase  said  cotton  f — A.  I  jpm 
chased  it  for  tbe  Hrra  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  as  their  agent,  a^ 
in  pursuance  of  authority  from  them. 

Q.  10.  Did  you  ask  or  obtain  a  receipt  for  said  cotton  from  the  commandant  of  ^ 

?;nnboat  f — A.  I  went  firat  to  the  captain  of  the  transport,  when  I  saw  his  boat  t^ 
ng  the  cotton,  and  he  t-<^d  me  I  would  have  to  see  Captain  Foster.  I  went  thei:::^ 
Captain  Foster,  and  he  refused  to  give  me  a  ri'ceipt;  he  said  he  acted  under  on^ 
from  Admiral  Porter,  and  was  directed  to  take  all  cotton  he  could  find,  wheth<^^ 
belonged  to  foreigners  or  residents,  and  said  he  had  no  receipt  to  give,  and  sbo 
not  give  any.  I  t-old  Captain  Foster  that  there  were  323  bales  of  cotton  be  had  t^^ 
at  that  place,  as  I  had  counted  them  myself.  He  said  that  only  309  bales  wen^  j 
ported  to  him  as  taken  at  that  place.  He  said  he  Would  send  the  cotton  to  New  q 
leans. 

O.  11.  Had  you,  as  agent  of  said  firm,  taken  any  steps  to  have  said  cotton  shipped 
to  New  Orleans  f — A.  I  had  sent  a  messenger  a  week  previous  to  New  Orleans  with 
letters  to  A.  Miltenberger,  a  commission  merchant  in  New  Orleans^  requesting  him  to 
obtain  the  necessary  permits  from  the  Federal  authorities  there  to  have  tbe  cotton 
shipped  to  New  Orleans;  before  he  returned  the  cotton  was  takep  by  the  gunboat  $b 
stated  above. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States : 

Q.  1.  What  inti'Test  have  yon  in  the  result  of  this  case  f — A.  I  was  paid  only  m 
agent;  I  have  no  Interest. 

Q.  2.  How  long  have  you  been  a  resident  of  Louisiana  T-~ A.  I  arrived  in  Louisi- 
ana in  1847 ;  been  living  in  New  Orleans  all  the  time ;  I  was  in  habit  of  going  to  £o- 
rope  frequentlv ;  my  house  was  in  New  Orleans. 

Q.  3.  How  far  is  Lazare's  plantation  from  mouth  of  Ouachita  River  ? — A.  I  don't 
know  how  far;  it  is  near  Monroe. 

Q.  4.  How  long  had  you  been  in  or  near  Monroe  before  the  cotton  was  seized!— 
A.  Abont  six  weeks. 

Q.  5.  What  relation  do  you  sustain  towards  the  claimant  in  this  case  T—A.  I  va 
a  brother  of  tbe  members  of  the  firm. 

Q.  6.  How  long  had  you  been  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  claimants  f — ^A.  Had  been 
acting  as  their  agent  about  six  months. 

Q.  7.  For  whom  did  you  do  business  before  the  time  you  became  the  affent  of 
claimants? — A.  I  was  doing  business  for  myself,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  onyioj^ 
tobacco  and  cotton,  &c.  I  bought  tobacco  as  a  partner  of  a  firm  that  bought  for 
the  French  Qovemment. 

Q.  8.  Are  you  a  man  of  means,  and  did  you  have  sufficient  money  to  carry  on  boti- 
ness  for  yourself  at  the  time  you  swear  yon  bought  cotton  for  claimants T— A.  I  vn 
worth  $40,000  or  |50,000 ;  I  had  no  means  to  purchase  cotton  for  myself  when  I  bought 
for  claimants. 

Q.  9.  In  what  does  your  $40,000  or  $50,000  consist,  or  in  what  shape  was  it  wbenyoo 
bought  cotton,  March  1,  1H64  f — A.  In  promissory  notes  of  men  in  New  Orleane. 

Q.  10.  When  was  the  first  time  you  bought  cotton  for  claimants f — A.  In  FebroaT 
last.    The  claimants  are  my  brother  and  sister;  live  at  Havre,  France. 

Q.  11.  When  were  you  in  France  the  last  time  before  you  bought  cotton t— A.  I* 
'will  be  three  years  in  January  next  that  I  left  France. 

Q.  12.  When  did  yon  become  agent  of  claimants T— A.  About  six  months  before 
purchase  of  cotton,  by  letter  from  them. 

Q.  13.  How  long  have  Lazare  and  Pargond  lived  at  the  place  you  purchased  cotton 
in  Louisiauaf — A.  Lazare,  I  thiuk,  has  lived  twenty  years;  don't  know  exactly  b<)^ 
loug  Pargoud  may  have  lived  there — two  or  three  years. 

Q.  14.  S^rora  whom,  and  where,  did  yon  get  the  money  that  you  paid  for  cotton'— 
A.  I  got  part  of  the  money  from  Webber  &.  Co.,  San  Antonio;  part  from  Mr.Tertrotif 
in  Mexico,  by  letters  of  credit  of  the  claimants. 

Q.  15.  Do  you  know  Byron  Wilson,  Lieut.  Commander  J.  S.  Watson,  William  Ha^ 
ris  t — A.  I  don't  know  any  of  them. 

Q.  16.  Did  the  claimants  have  any  business  transaction  with  the  so-called  Confed- 
erate Government,  in  which  they  purchased  cotton  f — A.  No,  never;  they  had  nerer 
been  in  this  country. 

Q.  17.  What  did  yon  say,  if  anything,  at  the  time  the  cotton  was  seized,  abont  n 
having  been  paid  for  in  gold  at  20  ceuls  per  pound  f — A.  I  never  said  such  a  tbing- 
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Q.18.  Where  does  Webber  &  Co.  and  Tertrou  live  or  do  business  f — A.  Webber  lives 
in  Mexico ;  Tertroa  in  Mexico  also. 

Q.  19.  Is  it  not  true  that  when  you  went  up  to  where  cotton  was  bought  that  the 
country  was  then  in  possession  and  under  control  of  the  rebels  T — A.  It  was  nnder 
control  and  in  possession  of  the  so  called  Confederate  States. 

Q.20.  How  many  forts,  or  rebel  batteries,  had  the  gun  boats  to  overcome  before 
they  got  where  the  cotton  was  f  State  if  you  know. — A.  No  forts  that  I  know  of,  and 
no  batteries.    The  boats  came  up  Ouachita  without  resistance. 

Q.21.  What  compensation  were  claimants  to  give  you  f  and  is  not  your  compensa* 
tion  dependent  on  the  result  of  this  claim  f — A.  They  were  to  give  me  a  compensation 
of  5  per  cent,  on  the  purchases.    I  have  been  paid  my  commission. 

Filed  September  22,  1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Deposition  of  Jules  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  taken  before  Fred- 
erick Multron,  notary  public  and  special  commissioner,  at  No.  16  Exchange  Place, 
New  York,  on  the  Slst  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1864. 

Int.  1.  State  your  age,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  My  name  is  Jules  Le  More. 
I  am  thirty-five  years  old.  I  am  a  French  citizen,  temporarily  in  New  York,  and  agent 
of  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

Int.  2.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  France  T — 
A.  I  am,  from  the  fact  that  I  am  their  agent. 

Int. 3.  If  so,  state  how  long  you  have  been  acanainted  with  said  firm,  and  whether 
yon  have  ever  had  any  business  transactions  with  it,  and  what  have  been  your  means 
of  knowing  the  past  business  transactions  of  said  firm. — A.  I  am  acquainted  with 
the  individual  members  of  said  firm  since  I  was  born,  they  being  my  brother,  Gustave 
A.  LeKore,  and  my  sister,  Leoutine  Le  More.  I  am  acquainted  with  the  firm  since 
its  formation  in  1852.  I  never  had,  individually,  business  transactions  before  being 
their  agent,  but  I  know  all  their  transactions  in  America  fh)m  the  time  of  my  agency. 

Int. 4.  State  what  connection,  if  any,  you  have  had  or  may  now  have  with  said 
finn.~A.  I  am  their  agent  whenever  any  transaction  is  to  be  acted  upon  in  this 
country;  I  have  none  at  present,  and  have  had  none  since  that  cotton  transaction. 

Int.  5.  State,  if  you  know,  w'ho  composed  said  firm  about  the  months  of  March  and 
April,  1864,  and  where  said  persons  reside  and  have  resided. — A.  I  have  answered  in 
^ird  interrogatory,and  now  repeat,  that  in  March  and  April,  1864,  the  members  were 
Ottstave  A.  Le  More  and  Leoutine  Le  More.  They  reside  and  have  always  resided  in 
Havre,  France. 

Int.  6.  State  what  you  know,  if  anything,  with  regard  to  the  cotton  transactions  of  said 
finn.— A.  I  purchased  a  certain  quantity  of  cotton  for  said  firm,  among  which  32.3  bales, 
one  mile  from  Monroe,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  and  8:^  bales  about  25  miles  froniMon- 
^.  1  bought  it  and  paid  for  it  on  the  1st  day  of  March,  1864.  The  323  bales  were 
^ized  on  the  10th  of  April,  at  the  landing  of  A.  Lazare's  plantation,  by  a  transport  of 
Commander  Foster's  expedition.*  The  ^0  bales  were  seized  on  the  8th  and  9th  of 
April,  lri64,  at  the  lauding  of  Simmons's  plantation,  by  transports  of  Commander 
Poster's  expedition.  For  further  particulars  I  refer  to  ray  deposition  taken  on  the 
l4th  of  September,  1864,  at  Decatur,  111.,  for  the  323  bales,  and  to  my  deposition 
^en  on  the  28th  of  November,  1864,  at  New  Orleans,  for  the  8^10  bales  of  cotton. 

Int.  7.  Do  you  know  whether  said  firm  ever  purchased  cotton  of  the  so-called  Confed- 
erate Government  f  If  so,  what  do  you  know  of  the  consideration,  if  any,  given 
**id  Confederate  Government,  therefor  f — A.  They  never  purchased  any  cotton  from 
the  so-called  Confederate  Government. 

Int.  8.  If  said  firm  had  ever  furnished  gray  cloth  or  other  military  supplies  to  the 
^^H  Confederate  Government,  or  any  of  its  agents,  officers,  or  employes,  would  you  be 
liltely  to  know  it  f  Did  said  firm  ever,  to  your  knowledge,  fumisn  gray  cloth  or  other 
articles  contraband  of  war,  to  said  Confederate  Government,  in  exchange  for  cotton  t 
^A.  I  would  have  known  it,  and  said  firm  never  did  sell  or  furnish  gray  cloths  or 
other  articles  contraband  of  war,  or  other  military  supplies,  to  the  said  Confederate 
^vemraent,  or  any  of  its  agents,  officers,  or  employes,  in  exchange  for  cotton. 

Int.  9.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans  t 
^f  so,  state  whether  said  firm,  to  your  knowledge,  ever  furnished  any  gray  cloth  to 
Jhe  Confederate  Government.  State  all  yon  may  know  in  reference  to  this  matter. — A. 
j^as  a  partner  of  said  firm  up  to  its  dissolution,  which  took  place  in  December,  1862. 
Iq  July,  1861,  the  said  firm  sold  some  gray  cloth  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Govern- 
I^OQt,  and  was  paid  in  full  |405,000  m  gold,  in  New  Orleans,  by  Mr.  J.  B.  De  Bow, 
through  the  bank  of  New  Orleans. 

lilt.  10.  State  whether  you  liave  been  examined  as  a  witness  heretofore  in  the  two 
^^8  in  which  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  are  intervening  claimants  for  K)0  and  333  bales 
of  cotton,  said  suit  being  now  pending  in  the  United  States  district  court  for  the 
•<rtithem  district  of  Illinois. — A.  I  was  interrogated  in  SeptemV>«t  \«;&\>  lot  TSCi  \i^^»^ 
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at  Decatar,  111.)  and  in  November  last  for  630  bales,  at  New  Orleans,  La.    I  have  new 
given  any  other  tirstimony  before  in  this  matter. 

Int.  11.  State  'wbat,  if  any,  conversation  you  bad  with  Capt.  J.  P.  Foster,  the  nav^ 
commander  of  the  expedition  up  the  Ouachita  River,  in  April  last,  in  reference  to  tB 
cotton  claimed  by  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. — A.  I  bad  but  one  conversation  with  Cq« 
mander  Foster,  and  here  I  annex  a  document,  marked  A,  which  is  a  true  and  faithC! 
narrative  of  my  interview  with  him,  which  I  swear  before  men  and  before  God  to  cxm 
tain  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 

Int.  12.  What  was  said,  if  anything,  in  regard  to  gray  cloth  being  furnished  to  1^ 
Confederate  Government  ?  State,  as  far  as  you  can  recollect,  all  the  conversations  y^ 
had  with  Captain  Foster  on  this  subject? — A.  The  narrative  of  my  interview  w^=^ 
Commander  Foster,  annexed  to  these  interrogatories,  includes  all  that  I  can  ansna 
to  this  question. 

Int.  13.  What  admissions,  if  any,  did  you  make  to  Captain  Foster,  with  regar^^ 
such  gray  cloth ;  and  did  you  sign  and  swear  to  any  written  statement  at  the  insta^ 
and  request  of  Captain  Foster? — A.  I  refer  again  for  this  question  to  the  narrati^  ., 
my  interview  with  Commander  Foster,  annexed  to  these  interrogatories,  and  I  re^-^ 
that  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  having  never  sold  or  furnished  gray  cloth  or  other  mili*^ . 
articles  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  in  exchange  for  cotton,  I  never^  ^ 
admit  nor  could  admit  anything  to  Commander  Foster,  or  to  any  person,  which  n^Sfi'] 
in  any  manner,  be  interpreted  as  a  confession  of -the  trade  or  exchange  by  the  said  Sn 
with  the  said  so-called  Confederate  Government.  There  could  not  oe,  on  my  part^,  aj 
admissioD  of  what  had  never  existed,  consequently  I  never  signed  nor  swore  to  aoj 
statement,  affidavit,  or  ackno\rledgment,  and  I  defy  the  said  Commander  Foster,  or 
anybody  eUe,  to  bring  in  court  such  a  document  tigned  by  me. 

Cross- interrogatories  in  "behalf  of  the  United  States: 

Q.  1.  Can  you  state,  of  your  oivn  knowledge,  that  the  agents  of  G.  A.  Le  More  never 
purchased  any  cotton  of  persons  called  rebels,  or  persons  in  sympathv  with  the  so- 
called  Confederate  Government? — ^A.  As  nobody  but  myself  had  the  right  or  power  to 
make  any  purchases  of  cotton,  I  can  state  that  said  linn  never  purchased  any  cotton 
of  persons  called  rebt'ls.  As  for  those  having  sympathy  for  the  so-called  Confederate 
Government,  when  making  purchases  I  never  inquired  from  th^kn  what  was  their 
sympathy  for. 

Q.  2.  Were  said  agents  instructed  not  to  purchase  cotton  of  persons  disloyal  to  the 
United  States  Government,  or  did  said  agents  make  it  a  part  of  purchases  to  buy  only 
of  loyal  persons ;  if  either,  or  both,  slate  the  facts  fully? — ^A.  My  instructiouswere 
to  stay  on  the  strictest  neutrality,  and  to  do  nothing  against  the  formalities  reaaired 
by  the  United  States  Government;  and,  to  prevent  any  trouble  or  dilBculty,  I ooni' 
plied  with  my  instructons,  and  bought  cotton  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  from  forelgnwa. 

Q.  3.  Have  you  examined  to  learn,  and  do  you  know,  what  articles  are  contraband 
of  war  ?  Have  you.  or  the  agents  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  or  £d.  Gantherin  &  COm 
ever  been  instructed  on  that  subject;  if  so,  state  the  facts  fully? — A.  I  never  exam- 
ined to  learn  or  to  know  what  articles  are  contraband  of  war,  as  agent  of  G.  A.  L^ 
More  &,  Co.  I  had  no  motive  to  be  instructed  on  that  subject.  Whilst  a  partner  of 
Ed.  Gantherin  &.  Co.  I  inquired  once  in  France,  in  1861,  if  cloth  was  contraband  of 
war,  and  I  was  informed  that  it  was  not. 

Q.4.  What  articles  of  any  kind  did  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  Ed.  Gentherin  &  Co., 
or  their  agents,  or  any  or  all  of  them,  furnish  to  the  so-called  Confederate  GoTem- 
ment,  or  to  persons  in  sympathy  therewith,  either  in  exchange  for  cotton,  for  money, 
or  in  any  other  manner,'dnring  the  transactions  you  testify  about? — A.  G.  A.  LeMore 
&  Co.  never  furnished  anythiug  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Gk>vernmeut.  The  finn 
Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  which  was  dissolved  in  December,  1U62,  furnished  some  cloth, 
and  nothing  else,  in  1861,  and  received  |405,000  in  specie,  in  full  payment  for  the 
same. 

Additional  cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 
Q.  1.  Did  you  not  have  some  conversation  with  Capt.  James  P.  Foster  before  yoo 
knew  whom  you  were  conversing  with  ? — A.  I  never  saw  Commander  Foster  but  once, 
and  I  knew  very  well  with  whom  I  was  conversing  from  the  fact  I  had  sent  my  c**^ 
to  him,  and  that  he  came  himself  immediately. 

Q.  2  Did  you  state  to  James  P.  Foster  that  you  was  looking  for  Captain  Foster,  to 
get  a  receipt  for  cotton,  so  you  could  take  it,  the  cotton,  to  New  Orleans;  if  not, 
what  did  you  say  to  hiiu  on  that  subject? — A.  When  in  presence  of  Commamlcrlo*' 
tcr  I  told  iiim  I  was  calling  upon  him  to  get  a  receipt  for  the  cotton  he  had  seiied  on 
Lazarre  plantation,  and  belonging  to  G.  A.  LeMore  &  Co.  If  more  information  were 
necessary  on  this  question  I  would  refer  to  the  true  and  faithful  narrative  of  myon'y 
interviews  with  Commander  Foster,  marked  A,  and  annexed. 

Q.  3.  Did  Captain  foster,  in  presence  of  his  otiicers,  rend  to  you  a  written  state- 
ment of  what  you  said  in  said  conversation,  and  ask  you  of  its  correctness ;  or o»o 
3'on  make  any  statement  abov\t  cotton  \.o  Mm  that  was  written  down  ?    If  so,  d>fl 
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yon  say  it  was  correct,  or  what  did  yon  say  to  him  on  that  subject? — A.  He  read  to 
me  in  presence  of  some  oflSeers  a  written  statement  that  he  had  dictated  himself  to 
ilia  eecretary,  and  I  protested  acainst  it  as  not  being  correct.  I  never  made  nor  ^ave 
li'm  any  written  statement,  and  what  he  read  was  all  dictated  by  him,  and  written 
doim  by  his  secretary,  putting  in  my  mouth  admissions  and  statements  I  had  never 
made,  and  against  whicli  I  protested  at  the  veiy  moment,  as  being  incorrect. 

Q.  4.  Who  and  how  many  persons  were  present  during  said  conversation  with  Cap-* 
tain  Foster,  and  when  was  attention  first  called  to  said  conversation,  afterwards,  and 
"by  whom  t — A.  In  the  beginning  of  my  interviews  with  Commander  Foster,  myself 
litiug  alongside  of  the  gunboat  Choctaw,  in  a  small  boat,  and  Commander  Foster  be- 
ing on  the  de^k  of  the  gunboat,  every  one,  crew  or  officers,  was  able  to  listen  to  our 
«ouversation ;  and  I  cannot  say  how  many  were  present ;  but  when  on  board  the  La- 
fayette, when  we  came  together,  the  last  part  of  interviews  took  place  in  presence  of 
a  gentleman  acting  as  secretary,  and  three  persons  whom  I  supposed  otficers  from 
their  aniforms.  From  the  very  moment  I  had  that  interview  with  Commander  Foster, 
his  conversation  remained  impressed  in  my  mind,  and  nobody  has  had  afterwards  to 
call  my  attention  to  said  conversation.  It  is  easy  to  understand  that  the  interests  at 
stake  were  of  such  an  importance  as  to  keep  in  my  memory  every  particular  of  the 
event.  I  will  add  that  the  sort  of  threat  of  Commander  Foster  that  he  would  do  all 
ID  his  power  to  prevent  the  restitution  of  the  cotton  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  was  a 
strong  warning  to  keep  in  my  mind  a  good  record  of  facts  and  words. 

Q.  5.  Did  you  at  the  time,  or  have  you  since,  made  any  written  memorandum  of 
Bftid  conversation  f  If  so,  when,  where,  and  under  what  circumstances  f  And  annex 
the  same  to  your  answer.^ — A.  For  the  first  time,  a  fortnight  ago,  I  made  in  New  York 
a  written  memorandum  and  faithful  narrative  of  said  interview,  for  the  use  of  the 
Itwyers  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  when  I  heard  of  the  deposition  of  Commander  Foster, 
Affirming  under  oath  that  I  had  signed  and  sworn  to  an  affidavit  which,  I  repeat,  I 
^fy  him  or  any  anybody  else  to  bring  in  court.  The  memorandum  referred  to  is  the 
document  marked  A  and  annexed  to  my  deposition  in  chief. 

Filed  January  5, 1864. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

t  Ay  r^erred  to  in  depoeiiion  of  JuUs  Le  More, — Xarrative  of  my  intervieto  with  Com- 
mander Foster, 

On  Monday,  11th  of  April,  1864,  at  about  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  I  presented  myself  on 
^rd  the  gunboat  Lafayette,  and  called  for  Commander  Foster.  The  officer  of  the 
^ay  answered  me  that  Commander  Foster  was  at  that  time  on  board  the  gunboat 
Choctaw,  and  that  if  I  was  anxious  to  see  him  I  must  go  on  board  said  gunboat.  I 
^eot  immediately  alongside  the  Choctaw,  and  sent  my  card  to  Commander  Foster, 
Waiting  in  the  small  boat  which  had  brought  me  there.  Commander  Foster  came  on 
^ckof  the  Choctaw,  and  the  following  conversation  took  place  l^etween  us.  Com- 
mander Foster  being  on  the  deck  of  the  Choctaw,  and  myself  being  in  the  small  boat 

By  Commander  Foster  : 

Q.  Yon  are  Mr.  Le  More  ?  What  do  you  want? — A.  Tes,  sir;  I  came  to  ask  of  you 
A  receipt  for  the  323  bales  of  cotton  which  you  have  taken  yesterday  on  Lazarre's  pfau- 
^tlon,  and  which  belongs  to  the  French  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  6l  Co.,  of  Havre,  of 
^hich  I  am  the  agent. 

Q.  No,  sir;  I  will  not  give  you  any  receipt.  Oh !  you  wish  to  claim  the  protection 
<>f  your  government  as  trench  subject.  You  can  do  so ;  I  don't  care.  But  I  have  not 
^consider  if  the  cotton  belongs  to  foreigners,  loyals,  or  rebels;  my  orders  are  to  take 
*ntho  cottons  I  may  find.  What  do  you  want  a  receipt  for  T — A.  1  want  a  receipt  to 
prove  to  the  owners  of  the  cotton,  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  what  has  become  of  their 
property. 

Q.  1  shall  not  give  you  any.  Do  you  suppose  I  do  notrknow  you,  Mr.  Le  More? 
*on  have  sold  goods  to  the  Confederacy. — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  firm  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co., 
Jf  which  I  was  a  partner,  sold  some  cloth  to  the  Confederacy  in  ld6l ;  but  the  cottons, 
'or  which  I  am  now  claiming  a  receipt  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  have  nothing  to  do 
^ithsaid  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  nor  with  the  Confederacy ;  and  I  have  bought 
"lose  cottons  and  paid  for  them  in  money.  Besides,  that  the  transaction  of  gray  cloth 
you  are  speaking  of  hds  already  been  decided  in  Washington  long  ago.  I  have  also 
•^Dt,  ten  days  ago,  a  messenger  to  New  Orleans,  with  instruction  to  have  all  the  for- 
^jalities  reqnired  by  the  Federal  Government  fulfilled,  by  Mr.  Aristide  Miltenberger, 
*>t8aid  city,  instructing  my  messenger^  when  reaching  the  Federal  lines  at  Vidalia,  to 
jonimunicate  to  the  Federal  authorities  the  documents  he  was  intrusted  with  by  me 
'or  New  Orleans,  in  order  to  have  said  cotton  shipped  to  said  city. 

Q-  I  don't  care  when  you  did  sell  those  cloths,  in  1770  or  in  1861;  and  turning 
^'onad  and  addressing  himself  to  some  officers  he  said :  You  see,  gentlemen,  he  ac- 
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knowledges  to  have  sold  clotbs  for  those  cottons.    I  emphatically  denied  the  fa 
but  he  insisted  on  repeating  that  I  had  sold  the  cloths  for  cotton. 

Then  be  said  again  to  me,  **  You  will  have  to  go  to  Washington,  and  1  kno^  you 
do  what  yon  can  to  get  back  those  cottons,  but  as  for  myselt  I  will  do  my  best  to  pr 
Ycnt  it.     I  don't  know  why  foreigners  or  nentrals  should  have  a  right  to  make  la 
amounts  of  money  in  cotton  when  I  could  not  myself  make  ^50,000  in  the  same  w 
Now  you  can  leave,  as  I  will  not  give  you  a  receipt."    I  asked  him  then  if  the  cot 
was  to  be  ^ent  to  New  Orleans,  and  he  told  me  yes.    Then,  as  it  was  more  conveni 
for  me  to  go  ashore  on  thw  little  tug,  on  board  of  which  he  wa«  going  himself,  I  as^^ 
him  to  allow  me  to  go  on  board  the  same  tug,  to  which  he  very  kindlv  gave  his  e 
sent.     When  arrived  alongside  of  the  Lafayette,  and  when  he  had.  already  told 
good-bye,  he  called  me  back  again  on  his  own  gunboat,  the  Lafayette,  and  then 

there  told  me  to  wait  till  bis  secretary  had  written  an  af!idavit,  which  he  cau . 

t-o  be  signed,  not  by  me,  bnt  by  some  of  his  own  officers.     When  he  dictated  said 
davit  I  solemnly  protested,  in  his  presence  and  in  the  presence  of  those  who 
there  at  the  time,  agsinst  the  statements  which  he  caused  to  be  written  under  his 
dictation,  requesting  him  at  the  same  time  to  state  I  had  paid  for  said  cotton  in  mo 
He  then  showed  me  certain  books,  telling  me  to  read  and  examine  them,  and  tk 
should  see  that  1  had  no  right  to  buy. 

Immediately  after  that,  Commander  Foster  offered  me  to  take  a  glass  of  bran  djr  4)^ 
water,  which  I  took  with  him  and  three  of  his  officers.    Then  he  told  me:  "Mr^.  j^ 
More,  please  excuse  me,  but  I  must  go  ashore ;  you  may  stay  here  as  long  as  you  pL^aic^ 
and  make  yourself  at  homt>."    He  left,  and  from  that  very  moment  I  never  saw  nor 
spoke  with  Commander  James  P.  Foster.    A  short  time  after  I  went  ashore  on  boa^ti 
a  boat  of  the  gunboat. 

Not  a  single  word  passed  between  us  with  regard  to  the  830  bales  of  cotton  on  8/ie- 
mons's  plantation.  Of  the  seizure  of  it  I  was  at  the  time  unaware.  This  is  a  true  and 
iaithful  narrative  of  my  interview  with  Commander  James  P.  Foster,  and  of  coniw 
I  need  not  add  that  the  affidavit  mentioned  by  him  as  having  been  signed  by  me  and 
given  to  him  by  me  has  never  existed  with  my  signature  upon  it ;  and  I  defy  him  01 
anybody  else  to  produce  any  such  document  in  court;  and  I  further  solemnly  declare 
that  nothing  but  what  is  above  stated  ever  took  place  between  Commander  James  P. 
Foster  and  myself. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

Filed  January  5,  lH6r>. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN, 

Clerk. 

Deposition  of  Alfred  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Fred- 
erick Anthon,  notary  public  and  special  commissioner,  at  No.  16  Exchange  Place? 
New  York,  on  the  'Slut  day  of  Decertiber,  A.  D.  1B64. 

Int.  1.  State  your  ago,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  1  am  forty-six  years  old; 
French  citizen  ;  merchant ;  I  reside  in  Paris,  France,  and  temporarily  in  New  York. 

Int.  2.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Lo  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre} 
France  ? — A.  I  am. 

Int.  3.  If  so,  state  how  long  you  have  been  acquainted  with  said  firm,  and  whether 
you  have  ever  had  any  business  transactions  with  it,  and  what  have  been  yoar means 
of  knowing  the  past  business  transactions  of  said  firm. — A.  I  have  been  acqnainted 
with  said  firm  over  ten  years.  I  had  regular  commercial  transactions  with  it  when! 
was  a  merchant  in  New  Orleans,  previous  to  the  actual  American  war,  and  I  was  well 
posted  to  know  their  commercial  intercourse  with  America. 

Int.  4.  State  what  connections,  if  any,  you  now  have  had,  or  may  now  have,  with  said 
firm. — A.  I  have  no  actual  connection  with  said  firm,  save  that  I  have  received  a  f^eo- 
eral  power  of  attorney  from  them  to  represent  them  in  the  present  case  now  P^n^j^ 
in  the  United  States  district  court  of  Illinois,  sitting  in  Springfield,  respecting  830 
bales  of  cotton  and  'S2!^  bales  of  cotton. 

Int.  5.  State,  if  you  know,  who  composed  said  firm  about  the  months  of  March  and 
April,  1864,  and  where  said  persons  reside  and  have  resided. — A.  The  firm  was  then 
and  is  now  composed  of  Gustavo  Le  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  both  residing  and 
having  always  resided  in  Havre,  France. 

Int.  6.  State  what  you  may  know,  if  any  thing,  with  regard  to  the  cotton  transactions 
of  said  firm. — A.  When  I  was  in  France  I  knew  that  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  ^^ 
sent  orders  to  their  agent,  Jules  Le  More,  for  purchasing  cotton,  which  cotton  has 
since  been  bought,  by  him,  and  I  came  over  from  France  in  August  last,  with  On^ta^e 
Le  More,  of  said  firm,  to  assist  him  in  recovering  the  said  cotton,  or  its  proceeds,  after 
his  firm  has  been  apprised  of  itn  seizure.  I  came  for  this  special  business,  and  I  kno^ 
individually  of  my  own  knowledge  of  no  other  cotton  transaction.  , 

Int.  7.  Do  you  know  whether  said  firm  ever  purchased  any  cotton  of  the  so-called 

Confederate  Government  f    If  so,  what  do  you  know  of  the  C4>n8ideration,  If  *°^ 

given  said  Confederate  GoveTnment  tYkftwloT^ — k.  I  know  the  said  firm  never  po^" 
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thuibA  any  cotton  from  the  so-called  Confederate  Govemraent,  and.  of  course,  never 
rsveanythinc^iu  consideration  or  exchange  of  cotton.  This  knowledge  comes  from 
lefact  that  O.  A.  Le  More,  the  principal  member  of  said  firm,  is  my  own  brother, 
^d  ahhongh  I  b.ad  no  interest  in  his  transactions,  yet  he  and  I  being  always  together 
or  over  one  year,  I  knew  much  of  his  business. 

hit  8.  If  said  firm  had  ever  furnished  gray  cloth  or  any  other  military  supplies  to 
Jie  said  Confederate  Government,  or  any  of  its  agents,  officers,  or  employes,  would 
)e  likely  to  know  it  f  Did  said  firm  ever,  to  your  knowledge,  furnish  gray  cloth  or 
»ther  articles  contraband  of  war  to  said  confederate  Government  iu  exchange  for 
ottonf— A.  I  repeat  that  said  firm  never  furnished  any  gray  cloth  or  other  mili- 
ary supplies  to  the  said  Confederate  Government,  or  any  of  its  agents,  officers,  or 
iDploy^,  and  that  if  such  transaction  had  taken  place  I  would  have  known  it. 

iDt.  9.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  A,  Co.,  of  New  Orleans? 
f  80,  state  whether  said  firm,  to  your  knowledge,  ever  furnished  any  gray  cloth  to 
he  Confederate  Government.  State  all  you  may  know  in  reference  to  this  matter. — 
L.  I  am.  I  waa  a  partner  of  said  firm  for  two  years  previous  to  its  dissolution, 
rhich  took  place  in  December,  1863.  Said  firm  entered,  in  lb61,  in  a  gray  cloth 
ransaction  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Government,  and  received  a  settlement 
Drit  iu  full  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans  during  the  first  fortnight  of  April,  1862,  and 
bont  a  fortnight  before  the  surrender  of  New  Orleans  to  Admiral  Farragut.  The 
Sf ment  was  made  iu  gold  and  amounted  to  $405,000. 

Cross-in terrugatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States : 

Q.  1.  Can  you  state  of  your  own  knowledge  that  the  agents  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co* 
fiver  purchased  any  cotton  of  persons  called  rebels  or  persons  in  sympathy  with  the  so' 
died  Confederate  Government  f — ^A.  I  had  been  in  France  some  time  when  Jules 
e  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  bought  cotton  for  said  firm.  I  had  no  inter- 
>t  in  it,  but  I  recollect  having  heard  from  G.  A.  Le  More  that  he  had  bought  from 
om  foreigners  the  cotton  in  Upper  Louisiana,  which  I  am  testifying  to.  It  never 
^orred  to  me  to  inquire  of  their  political  sympathy  or  antipathy,  and  even  if  I 
^  inquired  my  brother,  G.  A.  Le  More,  could  not  have  informed  me  on  the  subject. 
Q.  2.  Were  said  agents  instructed  not  to  purchase  cotton  of  persons  disloyal  to  the 
nited  States  Government,  or  did  said  agents  make  it  apaii;  of  purchases  ^o  buy  only 
'loyal  persons  f  If  either  or  both,  state  the  facts  fully. — A.  I  never  heard  or  in- 
lired  what  special  or  particular  instructions  the  said  firm  bad  given  to  their  agents 
r  the  purchase  of  the  cotton  from  loyal  or  disloyal  persons,  but  my  judgment  tells 
e  that  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  in  their  own  interest,  could  not  certainly  instruct  their 
{ents  to  do  anything  that  might  bring  them  in  difficulty  with  the  United  States. 
^Q.  3.  Have  you  examined  to  learn,  and  do  yon  know,  what  articles  are  contraband 
■  wart  Have  you  or  the  agents  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co., 
rerbeen  instructed  on  that  subject?  If  so,  state  the  facts  fully. — A.  When  I  was  a 
irtuer  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  and  when  the  gray  cloth  transaction  took 
iace,  in  the  year  1861,  I  knew,  or  honestly  believed,  such  article  was  not  then  con* 
"aband  of  war.  G.  A,  Le  More  &  Co.,  having  never  imported  or  entered,  nor  in- 
^ded  to  import  or  enter,  any  article  or  goods  of  any  kind  whatever,  in  the  States, 
'jal  or  in  rebellion,  have  never,  most  assure<lly,  troubled  their  mind  on  the  subject 
r  inquiring  what  articles  were  or  were  not  contraband  of  war. 
Q.  4.  What  articles,  of  anv  kind,  did  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  or  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co., 
r  their  agents,  or  any  or  all  of  them,  furnish  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Govern- 
i^nt,  or  to  persons  in  sympathy  therewith,  either  in  exchange  for  cotton,  for  money, 
fin  any  other  manner,  during  the  transaction  you  testify  about  ?-<-A.  I  repeat  again 
3at  I  am  certain  that  G.  A.  LeMore  6l  Co.,  of  Havre,  never  furnished  any  article  of 
pykind  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Government,  or  to  persons  in  sympathy  with  it, 
jther  in  exchange  for  cotton,  for  money,  or  in  any  other  manner.  As  to  the  firm  of 
•d.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  now  dissolved  for  the  last  two  years,  as  it  has 
Iready  been  said,  they  never  had  but  one  single  transaction  with  the  so-called  Con- 
aerate  Government,  and  it  is  the  gray  cloth  transaction  already  referred  to,  which 
iHik  place  in  1861-lr;62,  and  for  which  they  received  $405,000  in  gold,  in  full  pay- 
lent. 

Tiled  January  5,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

^^oeition  of  Edward  Gantherin,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before 
''William  Henry  Anthon,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
^  the  2l8t  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1865. 

'^^'  1.  State  your  age  and'  residence,  and  your  occupation  during  the  past  four 
^•— A.  I  am  l^  years  old :  my  residence  is  in  the  city  of  Mexico,  San  Joan  de  Letran 
'^^:  bat  am  stopping  in  tne  city  of  New  York  for  a  short  time.  I  was  the  senior 
^er  in  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  of  New  OrleauB,  wntW  \Jafe  ^\«Wi\vxNXavs.  q\ 
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said  firm  in  December,  1862 ;  since  then  I  retired  from  commercial  bnsiness,  and  wi 
engaged  in  forming  the  Mexican  Stearaehip  Company,  known  as  the  Mensagerias  Ii 
periaTcs  Mexicanas,  of  which  I  am  at  present  the  director  general. 

Int.  2.  If  you  state  that  you  were  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  —^ 

New  Orleans,  please  stAte  who  were  the  members  of  said  firm  in  1861  and  1862 ;  whetlu . 

said  firm  had  any  connection  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  Fran^i^ 
Whether  j^ou  have  now,  or  have  had  any  interest  in  said  firm.  Whether  said  firm 
G.  A.  Le  if  ore  &  Co.  have  ever  had^iny  business  transactions  with  the  so-called  C<trr 
federate  States  of  America,  through  your  firm  or  otherwise,  or  with  any  of  its  agei 
or  employds ;  and  also  state  what  transactions  your  firm  may  have  had  with  said  C( 
federate  Govei-ument,  its  officers  or  agents.  State  all  yon  may  know  on  that  subject 
A.  In  the  years  1861  and  1862  the  only  members  of  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  & 
were  myself,  Jules  Le  More,  and  Alfred  Le  More.  Said  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  & 
never  had  any  connection  with  the  firm  of  G  A.  Le  More  &l  Co.,  of  Havre,  aud  I  m 
had,  nor  have  now,  any  interest  in  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  The  firm  oi 
A.  Le  More  <&  Co.  never  had  any  business  transactions  of  anv  kind  through  my  fi 
nor  otherwise,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Gov  ^ 
ment,  its  ofllcers  or  agents.  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.  had  but  one  single  transaction  (c^  ^i 
mercial)  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Government.  It  was  a  gray  cloth  transac^^/^J 
in  July,  1861,  which  was  paid  for  in  the  last  part  of  April,  1862,  in  the  city  of  ^^^ji 
Orleans. 

Int.  3.  State  whatever  else  you  may  know  of  material  interest  to  any  of  the  pa^rt/ej 
opposing  claimants,  or  the  Government  and  captors,  in  this  suit. — ^A.  I  have  8\^(^ 
all  that  1  know  in  this  matter. 

Cross  interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  the  captors: 

Cross-int.  1.  If  you  state  that  your  firm  furnished  gray  cloth  or  other  articles  to  tlio 
Confederate  Government,  state  from  wbom,  and  how,  and  at  what  place,  you  obtaioed 
possession  of  such  gray  cloth  or  other  articles,  and  made  delivery  thereof  to  the  Coo- 
federate  Government  or  its  agents.    State  what  firm  or  parties  other  than  your  irm, 
if  any,  had  interest  or  participation  in  that  transaction,  or  its  results,  or  profits  or 
loss. — A.  The  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &.  Co.  never  made  but  one  single  transaction 
(wbich  was  a  commercial  one)  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Government.    Itwaaa 
gray  cloth  transaction,  in  1^1.    This  cloth  was  bought  by  ourselves  personally,  from      ' 
several  manufacturers  in  Belgium,  payable  on  terms,  and  was  paid  for  in  the  ^old  re- 
ceived from  the  Bank  of  New  Orleanb,  in  settlement  of  said  transaction.    Said  graj 
cloth  was  shipped  by  myself  from  Marseilles  to  Matamoras,  and  was  delivered  al 
Matamoras  to  Captain  Sharkey,  appointed  for  the  purpose  by  W.  Witmore  (or  With- 
more),  assistant  (quartermaster  general  of  the  so-called  Confederacy,  in  the  citj*  of  New 
Orleans,  at  the  time.    No  other  firm  or  parties  other  than  my  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin 
&,  Co.  had  any  interest  or  participation  in  said  transaction,  or  its  results,  or  its  profits 
or  loss. 

Cross-int.  2.  State  particularly  and  fully  ^hat  commercial  dealings  and  interconne 
had  taken  place  between  your  firm  or  that  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  prior 
to  the  month  of  April,  A.  D.  1864  ;  and  whether  the  said  firm,  in  Havre,  has  been  at 
any  time  in  special  commercial  correspondence  with  you ;  and  if  so,  in  relation  to 
what  dealings? — A.  When  my  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.  was  in  existence  in  New 
Orleans,  from  1856  to  ltJ62,  we  had  no  more  commercial  intercourse  or  special  com- 
mercial correspondence  with  the  French  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  than  we  hw 
with  several  other  firms  in  said  place  of  Havre,  or  in  Marseilles,  or  Liverpool,  or  Ant- 
werp. Of  course  said  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.  having  been  dissolved  in  Deoemb«r> 
1872,  could  not  or  did  not  transact  any  business  in  1863  or  1864. 

Filed  July  25,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrl^ 

Deposition  of  Gustave  A.  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  befow 
John  S.  Hunt,  United  States  vice-consul  at  Havre,  France,  as  special  commissioner, 
asHisted  by  Thomas  Taylor,  United  States  dispatch  agent  at  Havre,  France,  as  w* 
terpreter,  on  the  24th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Question  1.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  aud  occupation. — Answer.  Tbat  nij 
name  is  Gustave  Andre  Le  More  ;  that  he  is  43  years  of  age,  aud  that  he  resides  »» 
Havre,  and  is  by  occupation  a  merchant.  • 

Q.  2.  What  connection,  if  any,  have  you  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  oi 
Havre,  France  t — A.  That  he  is'  the  manager  in  the  firm  of  G.  A*  Le  More  &  Co.,  o» 
Havre. 

Q.  3.  Are  you  acquaint<^d  with  affairs  and  business  of  said  firm  T  If  so,  state  tn« 
means  of  your  knowle<ige,  aud  who  coniptised  said  firm  ;  and  what  control  or  n<*^*^ 
ment,  if  any,  does  Leontiue  Le  More  have  in  said  firm  t-A.  That  ke  is  well  acqnai"^ 
with  the  affairs  and  business  of  the  said  firm,  inasmuch  as  he  is  head  and  active p^r^^' 
ner  thereof.    That  his  sister,  Leontiue  Le  More,  is  merely  a  silent  partner  in  the  saw 
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finn,  and  as  such,  does  not  exercise  any  control  or  management  in  the  bnainess  of  the 

bonse. 

^  Q.  4.  Do  you  know  whether  Jules  Le  More  was  ever  appointed  an  agent  of  said 

inu  to  bay  cotton  in  America  f    If  you  answer  that  he  was,  please  produce  copi^  of 

ach  letters  of  agency  or  appointment  as  may  have  been  furnished  to  him.    State  all 

00  may  know  in  reference  to  the  matter. — A.  Yes ;  Jules  Le  More  was  appointed  aff^nt 
f  his  said  house  for  the  purchase  of  cottons  in  America ;  that  he  was  so  apiK>intea,  at 
is  own  solicitation,  as  per  his  letter  dated  Matamoras,  20th  May,  18()3,  a  copy  of 
hich  is  here  produced,  marked  A.  That  the  document  hereto  annexed,  marked  B, 
a  copy  of  the  letter  of  his  said  house  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  appointiug  said  Jules 
)  More  their  agent,  and  that  the  letter  marked  C  is  a  true  copy  of  that  of  his  said 
m  to  A.  Tertrou,  of  Matamoras,  likewise  here  produced,  being  a  letter  of  credit,  in 
ror  of  said  Jules  Le  More,  for  the  purchase  of  cottons  ii^  America.  That  these  two 
(t  letters  fully  define  the  powers  conferred  on  the  said  Jules  Le  More,  and  fully  ex- 
ain  the  business  with  which  he  was  charged. 

Q.  5.  State  whether  or  not  the  said  firm  had  any  correspondence  or  business  trans- 
lions  with  the  rebel  Government,  its  officers  or  agents,  or  ever  authorized  any  per- 
D  for  them,  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel  Governmeut,*it8 
icers  or  agents.  Whether  or  not  said  firm  ever,  by  Themselves  or  their  agents,  fur- 
shed  any  supplies,  gray  cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  article  of  commerce  contra- 
.nd  of  war.  State  all  yon  may  know  on  this  subject. — A.  That  the  said  firm  of  6. 
Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  any  member  thereof,  never  had  any  correspondence  or  business 
ansactions  with  the  rebel  Government,  its  officers  or  agent«,  nor  ever  authorized  any 
iraon  for  them  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel  Government, 

1  officers  or  agents,  nor  ever  by  themselves  or  their  agents  furnished  any  supplies  of 
ay  cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  articles  of  commerce  contraband  of  war,  to  the 
id  rebel  Government,  its  officers  or  agents,  and  that  he  knows  nothing  whatever  of 
id  rebel  Government,  its  officers  or  agents. 

Q.  6.  Has  said  firm  ever  been  connected  with  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  6c.  Co.,  late 
'  New  Orleans,  or  ever  held  any  partnership  relations  with  said  firm  f — A.  That  the 
iQse  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  has  never  been  interested  in  business  with  the  firm  of 
d.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  late  of  New  Orleans,  nor  ever  held  any  partnership  relations 
ith  the  said  firm. 

Q.  7.  State  anything  else  yon  may  know  of  material  interest  to  any  of  the  parties 
» this  suit. — A.  That  he  knows  nothing  more. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  naval  captors: 

CrosS'int.  1.  State  what  interest  you  have  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  That,  as  the 
lanager  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  he  is  interested  in  this  suit, 
le  Ksid  house  being  the  rightful  owners  and  claimants  of  830  bales  of  cotton  and  323 
alet  of  cotton  in  the  cause  at  issue  and  now  pending  in  the  district  court  of  the 
fnited  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois.  That  he  proceeded  to  the  United 
tates  in  person  last  year  in  regard  to  these  cottons,  and  haa  an  interview  with  the 
onorable  William  H.  Seward,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  at  Washing- 
OD,  in  connection  therewith,  as  also  with  the  French  minister  at  that  city.  That  he 
^  never  cro.«sed  the  Atlantic,  and  that  the  importance  and  gravity  of  the  business 
D  question  alone  indueed  him  to  undertake  so  long  a  voyage,  and  thus  abandon 
oomentarily  the  affairs  of  his  firm  at  Havre. 

Cross-in t.  2.  If  yoa  state  as  to  the  business  operations  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  in 
(Qyiog  cotton  in  America  during  the  late  rebellion,  is  such  information  derived  from 
^ftor  knowledge  of  facts,  or  from  what  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  may  have  told  you  f — ^A. 
^%t  he  derives  his  information  from  his  personal  knowledge  of  the  afiairs  of  his  house. 

Cru68-int.  3.  If  you  swear  to  letters,  state  whether  such  letters,  to  your  own  per- 
[onal  knowledge,  are  truly  dated,  or  whether  such  letters  bear  a  fictitious  date. — A. 
pat  to  his  personal  knowledge  tlie  letters  produced  by  him,  marked  B  and  C,  both 
«tedJoly  24,  18G3,  are  truly  dated,  having  been  written  and  signed  by  him  person- 
%« in  the  name  of  his  firm,  and  were  on  the  same  day  copied  into  the  press  copy- 
book of  his  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

Cro88-iut.  4.  When  did  you  last  see  Jules  Le  More  in  France,  and  did  he  tlion  have 
^y  connection  with  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  T — A.  That  Jules  Le  More  was 
^France  for  the  last  time  in  1861 ;  that  at  that  time  he  had  no  connection  whatever 
*Jth  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  has  he  ever  at  any  time  been  a  partner  or 
'JJyreated  in  any  manner  in  the  said  firm. 

Cro88-iDt.  5.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  agent  of  the- so-called  Confederate  Government 
'88  in  confidential  business  communication  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
'^lug  the  late  rebellion  t — A.  It  is  not  true  that  the  agent  of  the  so-called  Confeder- 
|te  Goveroment  was  in  confidential  business  communication  with  the  firm  of  G.  A. 
-*  More  6l  Co.,  of  Havre,  during  the  late  rebellion.  That  the  said  firm,  nor  any  mera- 
^  of  the  same,  has  never  at  any  time  seen  or  known  any  agent  or  agents  of  the 
"^•called  Confederate  Government,  or  ever  had  any  correspondence  or  business,  direct 
^indirectj  with  the  so-called  Confederate  Government,  its  agent  or  a^"iiwtvi. 
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Cross  int.  6.  State  in  what  particular  branch  of  commerce  was  the  firm  of  6.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.  engaged  prior  to  the  time  they  claim  to  have  purchased  cotton  in  Amer- 
ica through  their  agent,  Jnles  Le  More. — A.  That  the  business  of  G.  A.  LeMore& 
Co.  has  always  been  of  a  uniform  character,  viz,  commission  business,  the  forwarding 
of  goods,  and  the  importation  of  American  products,  principally  of  cotton. 

Cross-int.  7.  Is  it  not  true  that  Jnles  Le  More  has  been,  during  several  years  prior 
to  1864,  an  active  business  man,  doing  business  for  himself  both  in  this  country  and 
in  France  T~A.  That  prior  to  the  year  lti6;{,  and  not  in  1864,  Jules  Le  More  was  a 
partner  in  tbe  house  of  Ed.  Gautherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  and  that  that  firm  did 
business  with  France,  but  not  in  France. 

Cross-int.  fi.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Jules  Le  More  acting  as  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
,  A  Co.  prior  to  1864  f — A.  That  for  his  answer  to  this  cross-interrogatory  he  refers  to 
his  reply  to  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory. 

CrosH-int.  9.  When  did  yon  first  near  of  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  totlie 
cotton  now  in  controversy,  and  how  did  you  hear  of  it? — A.  That  by  letter  receired 
on  the  !24th  of  May,  1H64,  from  E.  N.  Montardier,  of  New  Orleans,  dated  29th  April, 
same  year,  he  was  informed  that  the  cotton  of  his  said  house  was  seized;  and  that 
on*the  26th  May,  1864,  he  then,  in  the  name  of  his  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co., 
made  and  addressed  his  claim  for  said  cottons  direct  to  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the 
United  States,  as  also  through  the  French  Government  at  Paris. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  Withenbury  Sl  Doyle : 

Cross-int.  1.  State  what  goods  were  forwarded  by  said  firmj  or  any  member  of  it,  to 
£d.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  to  any  member  of  it,  or  their  a^^nt,  in  the 
years  1861,  1862,  and  1863,  or  to  Jules  Le  More.  D^-scribe  the  goods,  their  qnaotitj, 
and  their  use. — A.  That  he  does  not  fully  understand  it;  but  if  it  refers  to  the  busi- 
ness transactions  of  Messrs.  Withenbury  &  Doyle,  he  does  not  know  anything  whatever 
connected  with  them  or  their  business ;  but  if  it  has  reference  to  his  firm  of  G.  ALe 
More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  he  knows  that  neither  his  said  house  nor  any  member  thereof 
ever  shipped  any  gf)od8,  of  whatever  nature  or  kind,  to  the  honse  of  Ed.  Gantherin  & 
Co.,  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  nor  to  any  member  or  agent  of  that  firm,  nor  to  Jnles  Le 
More,  during  the  years  1861,  1862,  and  1863. 

Cross-int.  2.  How  were  said  goods  paid  for  f  Who  paid  t  What  was  payment  made 
in  f  If  in  draft,  give  the  name  of  the  drawer  of  the  draft,  its  number,  where  dnwD, 
on  whom  drawn,  and  to  whose  order.  Annex  the  original,  if  in  existence,  or  a  tne 
copy,  certified  by  the  officer  taking  this  deposition.  State  to  what  point  said  goods 
were  shipped,  to  whom  shipped,  and  annex  the  bill  of  lading  or  other  evidence  of 
shipment,  and  also  the  letters  or  other  evidence  of  the  receipt  of  said  goods.— A  That 
his  reply  to  tbe  preceding  cross-interrogatory  applies  to  this  cross-interrogatory. 

Cross  interrogatory  3.  If  you,  or  said  house  of  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  any  one  for  them, 
shipped  any  goods  which  were  sold  or  traded  by  any  one  to  the  agents,  ser^-ants,  or 
officers  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  of  America,  or  to  that  so-called  gor- 
ernment  itself,  please  state  of  what  the  goods  consisted.  Describe  them  minat^ly 
and  the  quality.  Please  also  say  who  paid  for  them,  how  payment  was  made,  in 
what,  and  annex  copies  of  the  bills  or  other  evidence  of  payment ;  or  state  who  was 
the  drawee,  who  was  the  drawer,  on  what  place  drawn,  where  drawn,  the  date,  tnd 
the  amount.  Answer  categorically  each  question.— A.  That  his  said  firm  of  G.  A.  U 
More  &  Co.,  nor  himself  individually,  nor  his  sister,  Leontine  Le  More,  nor  any  agent 
of  his  said  firm,  himself,  or  his  said  sister,  never  having  shipped,  sold,  or  traded  to 
the  agents,  servants,  or  officers  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Gfovernment  of  America, 
or  to  that  so-called  Confederate  Gh)vernm«*nt,  any  goods,  of  whatever  nature  or  kiod, 
that  he  therefore  cannot  furnish  the  explanations  demanded  by  this  cross-interroga- 
tory. 

Cross-int.  4.  If  you,  or  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  db  Co.,  sent  any  money  to  JoleJ 
Le  More,  in  those  years,  to  be  used  in  the  purchase  of  cotton,  please  say  in  what  that 
money  consisted,  whether  in  coin  or  drafts,  or  bills  of  exchange ;  if  in  coin,  annex 
copies  of  the  receipt,  or  bill  of  lading,  or  other  evidence  of  its  shipment  to  hira,  or  if 
in  drafts  or  bills,  annex  them,  or  duplicates,  or  copies  of  them,  or  if  unable  to  annei 
originals  or  copies,  then  give  the  names  of  the  drawer,  the  drawee,  the  number,  tlie 
date,  the  amount,  and  the  place  on  which  drawn. — A.  That  for  his  answer  to  this  in- 
terrogatory he  refers  to  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory;  that  his  said  firm  ofG. A. 
Le  More  &  Co*  paid  for  the  cotton  purchased  for  said  house  by  its  agent,  J"]^^ 
More,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  sellers  thereof,  in  proof  of  which  they  were  delivered 
to  the  said  agent,  who  had  them  in  his  custody  several  weeks  prior  to  their  aeiaw* 
by  the  United  States  authorities. 

Cross-int.  5.  If  you  answer  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory  that  Jules  Le  More  wa« 
the  agent  of  said  firm  of  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  please  state  how  yon  knew  he  was,  and^<B 
whom  and  at  what  time  you  first  learned  it.  What  sort  of  an  agency  wte  it!  Was 
it  general  or  special  T  How  was  it  created,  in  writing  or  otherwise  t  Please  prodnce 
the  writing,  and  annex  it  to  this  cross-in t-errogatory.    When  was  it  made  and  ex^ 
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ited  f  Who  wrote  it,  and  who  signed  it,  and  were  you  present  when  it  was  so  made 
Dd  ezecntedf  If  you  produce  letters  of  agency,  or  on  any  subject,  state  what  you 
now  of  their  genuineness,  and  who  wrote  them,  and  when  were  they  written,  and 
ere  you  present  when  they  were  written  f — A.  That  he  refers  to  his  reply  to  the 
»iiTtn  direct  interrogatory,  and  to  the  copies  of  the  letters  produced  by  him  for  his 
iswer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Croas-int.  <>.  What  interest  have  jon  in  the  result  of  this  suit  t — A.  That  his  reply 
»  this  interrogatory  will  be  found  in  his  answer  to  the  first  cross-interrogatory  in  be^ 
ilf  of  the  United  States  and  naval  captors. 

Cross-int.  7.  What  iuterest  has  Jules  Le  More  in  the  subject-matter  of  this  suit  t 
lu&t  interest  has  he  in  the  bus  ness  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and  what  had  ho  in  or 
t>out  the  middle  of  March  or  in  April,  1854  f — A.  That  Jules  Le  More  has  no  interest 
batever  in  the  result  of  the  suit  in  question ;  and  that  he  has  no  iutercHt  in  the 
[uiness  of  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  did  he  have  any  interest  in  the 
asiness  of  the  said  firm  in  the  middle  of  March  or  April  of  the  year  1864. 
Cross-int.  8.  State  the  extent  of  the  cash  means  of  said  firm  of  G.  A.  LeMore&  Co. 
oring  the  years  1861,  1862,  1863,  and  1864,  your  means  of  information,  and  how  you 
erived  it.-^A.  That  he  considers  that  no  one  has  the  right  to  put  such  a  qnestion  to 
:im ;  that  bis  cash  means  and  those  of  his  house  have  always  been  such  as  to  enable 
lis  firm  to  do  honor  to  all  its  commercial  transactions. 

Cross-int.  9.  Was  Leontine  Le  More  a  full,  active  member  of  the  firm,  and  what 
rere  her  cash  means  t  Did  she  have  any  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to  the  Con- 
ederate  Government  T — ^A.  That  Leontine  Le  More  being  a  silent  partner  in  the  firm 
»f  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co..  of  Havre,  hhc  cannot,  according  to  the  laws  of  France,  take 
my  active  part  in  the  business  transactions  of  the  firm,  or  interfere  in  any  way  with 
Jiem  j  and  that  she,  to  his  positive  knowledge,  has  never  had  any  interest  of  any 
tinA  m  furnishing  any  goods  to  the  Confederate  Government. 

Cross-int.  10.  State  whether  this  firm  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  any  gray 
sloth  to  Havana  or  Matamoros  in  the  years  1861  or  1862,  and  whicn  was  sold  or  de- 
livered to  the  agents,  officers,  or  servants  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government; 
wlio,  io  America,  made  the  purchase,  to  whom  sold,  for  how  much,  and  how  was  it 
[>aid  for ;  and  to  whom  delivered,  and  at  what  place  delivered,  and  how  did  it  reach 
bliat  place,  whether  by  ships  or  otherwise.  State  which. — A.  That  tins  said  firm  of 
Gr.  A.  Le  More  ^  Co.  never  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  gray  cloth  to  Havana 
OT  Matamoros  in  years  1861  or  1862,  nor  at  any  other  time,  and  consequently  he  is  un- 
ftl)l6  to  reply  to  the  remainder  of  this  interrogatory. 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Exhibit  Ay  referred  to  in  depoeiHon  of  Gustave  A,  Le  More, 

[YiaHsvaoa.] 

Matamoros,  20  mat  1863. 
^^Mnenrs  G.  A.  Lr  Mork  &,  Co.,  Havre: 

Hkssirurs  XT  Amis:  Ainsi  que  vons  en  avez  6i6  inform^,  J'ai  quitte  la  Nouvelle- 
OrI6aD8  il  y  a  quelques  semaines,  n'y  voyant  plus  rien  k  y  faire  de  loDgtempB,'et  je 
anig  venu  de  ce  cdt^ci  voir  8*11  n'y  aurait  pas  quelques  op<$rations  cotonnibrres  k 
^Ublir. 

D'apr^s  ce  que  j'ai  pu  d^ij^  observer,  il  doit  y  avoir  de  Varment  k  gagner,  non  pas 
^nlemeftt  en  achetant  do  coton  mais  en  allant  snrtout  h  Tint^rieur  du  Texas,  ct  jnaqne 
dans  la  Haute  Louisiane,  les  frais  de  d6placenient  et  transport  quoique  tr6s  die v^s  dtant 
coiQp{>x)B^  largement  par  le  codt  primitif. 

Dans  Tespoir  que  vous  voudrez  bien  ntiliser  mes  services,  Je  ne  vous  chargerais 
<lii'uDe  commission  d'achat  5  pr.  ct.,  tandis  qn'il  y  a  des  personneequi  chargent  7|  pr. 
^^1  demeurant  oh  les  achats  se  font  hors  de  Matamoras. 

J'ai  fait  ici  la  connaissance  de  M.  A.  Tertron,  qui  s'occupe  d'affaires  avec  l'int<5rieur 
^n  Mexiane  et  avec  la  Havane.  II  m'a  donn<^  ^comprendre  que  par  son  intermddiaire 
^serait  lacile  de  se  procurer  les  fonds  ndcessaires  aox  achats  pour  votre  compte,  moy- 
'nnant  commission  d'avances  et  un  int<5r6t  de  8  pr.  ct.  jnsqn'^  l'6poquc  de  Tembarque- 
^<int  des  cotons,  dpoqne  k  laquelle  on  se  rcmbonrserait  snr  vous  payable  &  60  jours  de 
^ft  dans  Londres  on  Paris. 

Ptfur  votre  gooverne,  les  sterlings  sont  d'nn  placement  plus  facile  et  gdn^iralemeut 
piQi  avaiitagenx  que  les  francs. 

On  pent  actncUement  calculer  tci,  rendu  &bord  dn  navire,  lo  middling  k  environ  .12 
^tsenor.  J'estime  que  pour  rendre  dn  coton  an  Havre  via  Havana  il  faudrait 
•Mt«r  10  cents  par  lb.  environ. 

,£d  achetant  suffisamment  ponr  le  chargement  d'nn  navire  qu'on  pourrait  facilement 
''^Ji^Tenir  de  la  Havane,  cela  ne  ooMerait  gn^res  que  5  4  6  cents.  Voas  poiirrez 
^adresser  vos  lettres  voie  de  la  Havane,  aux  soins  on  sons  convert  de  MM.  V.  Pretat 
^  Co.,  de  Matamoras. 
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Cest  la  Diani^re  la  pins  prompte  et  h  p«a  pr^  la  plus  sftre  de  me  fairo  parveDirvoa 
lettres.  U  n'y  a  rien  h,  faire  ici  ponr  Pimportation  FraDgaise ;  la  place  est  encombrte 
de  iDarchandises  de  tontes  sortes,  et  beanconp  d'artides  poarraient  Hre  achet^  aiu 
dessoas  dii  prix  contaut  des  ports  d'exportation,  les  fluctaations  soot  incroyables.  M 
mon  arrivd  ici  la  farine  so  payait  Jasqa'ii  ^0  le  baril,  aujoard'hai  on  tronve  difficile 
jnent  prenenr  ii  $30. 

Les  bois  seuls  toujonrs  recherch^i  par  snite  de  Paccroissemeot  extraordJDaire  cV 
population  qne  prend  cette  ville,  ce  qui  ndcessite  des  constructions  de  maisons  de  toes 
c6t^B. 

Saosplus  et  dans  Tattente  d'une  repouse  favorable,  Je  yous  salue,  Messieurs  et  am^ 
bien  anectnensementy 

JULES  LE  MORE^ 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cl0rk^ 

[Via  HATBna.— TTanBlaUon.] 

Matamoras,  3fay  20,  186^, 
Messrs.  G.  A.  ^e  More  Sl  Co.,  Havre : 

Gentlemen  and  Friends  :  As  you  bave  been  informed,!  bave  quitted  New  Orl^.^^ 
some  weeks  since,  not  seeing  for  a  long  time  anything  more  to  do  there,  and  I  bave  c^>« 
in  this  direction  to  see  if  there  should  not  be  some  operations  in  cotton  to  establislik. 

After  what  I  have  been  already  able  to  observe,  there  must  be  money  to  be  m^^] 
not  only  in  buying  cotton  on  deposit  here,  but  in  going  especially  into  the  interior  < 
Texas,  and  even  into  Upper  Louisiana ;  the  expenses  of  deposit  and  transport,  aithoa^; 
very  high,  being  largely  compensated  by  the  first  cost. 

In  the  hope  that  you  would  please  to  avail  of  my  services,  I  would  only  charge  ya\ 
a  buyer's  commission  of  5  per  cent.,  while  there  are  persons  who  charge  7^  per  cent 
from  the  moment  when  the  purchases  are  made  outside  of  Matamoras. 

I  have  made  here  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  A.  Tertrou,  who  is  engaged  in  busines 
with  the  interior  of  Mexico  and  with  Havana. 

He  has  given  me  to  understand  that,  by  his  intervention,  it  would  be  easy  to  piocixK^ 
funds  necessary  for  the  purchases  for  your  account  by  means  of  a  commission  npo^ 
advances  and  an  interest  at  8  per  cent.,  until  the  time  of  the  shipment  of  the  oottc^'^^ 
at  which  time  they  would  be  reimbursed  upon  you,  payable  at  60  di^s'  sight  iiili»^^ 
don  or  Paris. 

For  your  government,  sterling  bills  are  of  a  more  easy  disposal  and  more  genersLV 
advantageous  than  francs. 

It  can  be  actually  calculated  here  that  the  middling  can  be  delivered  on  ship-boa:^ 
at  about  32  cents  in  gold. 

I  estimate  that  to  deliver  cotton  at  Havre,  via  Havana,  about  10  cents  perpoiug^ 
must  be  added.  In  buying  enouch  to  load  a  vessel,  wliich  may  be  easily  caused  ^^ 
come  from  Havana,  that  would  hardly  cost  but  5  to  6  cents.  Yon  can  address  n^^ 
your  letters  by  the  way  of  Havana,  to  the  care  or  under  cover  of  Messrs.  J.  Pretat  -^ 
Co.,  of  Matamoras.  This  is  the  most  prompt,  and  almost  the  surest  manner  of  makiif^ 
letters  reach  me. 

There  is  nothing  to  do  here  in  the  way  of  French  importations ;  the  place  is  fill^ 
with  goods  of  all  sorts,  and  many  articles  could  be  bought  below  the  cost  price  at  t0 
ports  of  exportation^    The  fluctuations  are  incredible.  • 

At  my  arrival  here  flour  cost  about  $70  per  barrel,  and  to-day  takers  at  $30  a»^ 
found  with  difiiculty. 

Timber  only  is  always  in  demand,  by  reason  of  the  extraordinary  increase  of  pop^ ' 
lation  which  this  city  receives,  and  wnich  makes  necessary  the  building  of  houses  ^ 
all  sides. 

Without  more,  and  awaitinjg^  a  favorable  response  on  your  part,  I  aalnte  you,  g^ 
tlemen  and  friends,  very  affectionately. 

JULES  LE  MORBr- 

Exhibit  B,  referred  to  in  depoHtUm  of  Chieiave  A.  Le  More, 

[Copie  de  lettree  No.  30,  folio  U5.  | 

Havre,  2i  julllet  1863. 
Monsieur  Julks  Le  More,  Matamoras : 

Monsieur  :  Nous  venous  par  ces  pr^sentes  vous  autoriser  k  faire  pour  notreoooap^ 
des  achats  de  coton  h  Matamoras,  dans  le  Texas,  et  dans  la  Haute  Louisiane,  n'exc^ 
dant  pas  (2,500  bis.)  deux  mille  cinq  cents  baUes  pour  m'dtre  reudnes  en  Europe  a 
daox  francs  cinquante  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  commission  de  cinq  your 
cent  comprise,  pour  sorte  middling  I»\vftT!^oV, 
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SoQB  ce  pli  nous  voos  remettona  une  lettre  vons  accreditaat  anpr^s  de  Monsienr  A. 
Tertroa  poar  faire  face  aux  dits  achats.  Nous  ttinoons  beaacoup  ik  ca  qae  les  tirages 
snr  nons  ne  se  fassent  qu'au  momeDt  de  Texp^dition  des  cotons,  et  comme  11  est  k 
Dotre  conoaissaDce  qa'au  Mexique  on  peut  se  procurer  de  I'argent  k  lut^rdt  moyenuant 
one  oommission,  voux  devez  prendre  tons  les  arrangements  necessaries  ponr  propter 
<^o  cette  facility ;  une  commission  mdme  un  pea  forte  pay€e  par  cette  operation  nous 
i'AraU  preferable  aux  inconvenients  d'un  long  decouvert  en  Europe. 

Nona  ne  nons  etendons  pas  da  vantage  k  cet  egard,  ayant  pleine  confiance  dans  I'ha- 
^ilit4  de  Yos  agissements  que  nous  sanctionnons  k  I'avance. 
Noog  Tons  presentons,  Monsieur,  nos  salutations  empressees, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  Co. 
lulled  September  11, 1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

[Copy  of  letters  Ko.  30,  folio  145.~Transl»tioo.] 

Havre,  24  July^  1863. 
.  Jules  Le  More,  Malamora9 : 

Sir:  We  come  by  these  presents  to  authorize  yon  to  make  for  our  account  purchases 
^^  c»)tton  at  Matamoras,  in  Texas,  and  in  Upper  Louisiana,  not  exceeding 2,500  bales, 
'^^^  be  delivered  in  Europe,  at  2  francs  and  50  centimes  the  half  kilogram,  your  com- 
%«Bion  of  5  per  cent,  inclnded,  for  Liverpool  middling  classes. 

TJnder  this  cover  we  send  you  a  letter  accrediting  you  with  Mr.  A.  Tertrou,  to  meet 
'Id  pnrcblEMes. 

"^e  are  very  anxions  that  these  drafts  on  us  should  not  be  made  until  the  moment 
the  despatch  of  the  cottons,  and  as  it  is  within  your  knowledge  that  in  Mexico 
^Ka.oiiey  can  be  procured  upon  int^'rest,  by  means  of  a  commission,  yon  ought  to  make 
^U  the  necessary  arrarfjgements  to  avail  of  this  facility. 

Jl  commission,  even  a  little  high,  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  us  preferable  to 
b^!l:^«  inconvenience  of  lying  long  out  of  the  funds  in  Europe. 

yfe  do  not  say  more  upon  this  point,  having  full  confidence  in  the  skill  of  your  pro- 
p^xdings,  which  wo  sanction  in  advance. 

We  present  yon,  sir,  our  earnest  salutations. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &.  Co. 

Exhibit  Cf  referred  to  in  dtpoeition  of  Guetave  A.  Le  More, 

ICopie  de  lettras  Ko.  80,  folio  146.J 

Havre,  juilUi  24  1863. 
OQBiear  A.  Tbrtrou,  Matamoras : 

Monsieur:  Notre  agent,  M.  Jules  Le  More,  se rondant  an  Mexique  et  dans  la  Haute 
X^aooisiane,  pour  effectuer  des  achats  de  coton  ponr  notre  compte,  nous  venous  par  ces 
px^ntes  I'accrediter  aupr^s  de  vons  pour  le  remboursement  desdits  achats ;  11  s'en- 
^^endnavec  vous  &  cet  egard  et  nous  sanctionnons  d'avance  les  engagements  qu'il 
poorra  prendre  avec  vous,  soit  que  vous  lui  fassiez  des  avances  pour  notre  compte  en 
compte  conrant  k  nn  int^rdt  u'exc^dant  pas  6  pr.  ct.  Pan,  et  nne  commission  de 
decoavert  k  debattre  entre  lui  et  vous,  soit  que  vous  vous  rembonrsiez  sur  nous,  pay- 
able dans  Paris  on  dans  Londres,  au  fur  et  k  mesnre  de  P6ch^auce  de  ces  traites  pour 
notre  compte. 
NoiiB  vons  pr^aentons,  Monsienr,  nos  civilt^  empresseds. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  d>  Co. 
FOed  September  1 1,  1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

[Copy  of  letters  No.  30,  folio  146— Translation.] 

Havre,  July  24,  1863. 

^»  A.  Tbrtrou,  Matamoras : 

B'fi:  Onf  agenty  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  going  to  Mexico  and  into  Upper  Louisiana  to 
^ke  purchases  of  cotton  for  our  account,  we  come  by  these  presents  to  accredit  him 
with  you  for  the  reimbursement  of  said  purchases.  He  will  come  to  au  understand- 
'^  with  yon  on  this  subject,  and  we  sanction  in  advance  the  engagement  which  he 
^ill  make  with  you,  whether  you  shall  make  advances  for  our  account  in  account 
^iTQQt,  at  an  interest  not  exceeding  G  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  a  commission  for 
^HDces  uncovered,  to  be  settled  between  him  and  you,  or  whether  you  reimburse 
^IJ^^i^If  upon  us  by  bills  payable  in  Paris  or  in  London,  as  his  bills  for  our  account 

^6  present  yon,  sir,  our  earnest  courtesies. 

(Signed)  Q.  k.  US*  '^QBSa  &.  K^.^. 
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Deposition  of  Charles  Harden  in,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before, 
S.  Hunt,  United  States  vice^onsnl,  at  Havre,  France,  as  special  commissiooer,  as- 
sisted by  Thomas  Taylor,  United  States  dispatch  agent  at  Havre,  France,  m  iutei- 
preter,  on  the  24th  day  of  Angnst,  A.  D.  1H65. 

Int.  1.  Stateyonrname,  ago,  residence,  and  occupation. — A.  That  his  name  in  Chtri« 
Hardotiin;  that  he  is  40  years  of  age;  is  a  resident  of  Havre,  France,  and  a  book- 
keeper by  occupation. 

Int.  2.  What  connection,  if  any,  have  yon  with  the  firm  of  6.  A.  Lo  More  Sl  Co.,  of 
Havre,  France  T — A.  That  he  is  a  cashier  and  bookkeeper  in  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.,  of  this  city,  and  has  been  in  their  employ  as  such  for  over  nineyeAis. 

Int.  3.  Are  you  acquainted  with  affairs  and  business  of  said  firmf  If  so,  state  the 
means  of  your  knowledge,  and  who  couiposed  Aaid  firm,  and  what  control  or  manage- 
ment, if  any,  does  LeoiitineLeMore  have  in  said  firm. — A.  That  be  is  well  ac^aainted 
with  the  affairs  and  business  of  the  said  house,  being  bookkeeper  and  cashierof  ssid 
firm.  That  Mr.  Gustavo  A.  Le  More  is  the  head  or  manager  of  the  business  of  said 
house,  and  Lfuntine  Le  More  only  a  silent  or  limited  partner  thereof,  and  that  thej 
alone  compose  said  firm. 

Int.  4.  Do  you  know  whether  Jules  Le  More  was  ever  appointed  an  agent  for  said 
firm,  to  buy  cotton  in  America?  If  you  answer  that  he  was,  please  pro^luce  copiesof 
such  letters  of  agency  or  appointment  as  may  have  been  furnished  to  him.  Stat«aQ 
you  may  know  in  reference  to  the  niatt<;r. — A.  That  he  does  know  that  Jules  Le  More 
was  appointed  agent  of  said  firm  for  the  purchase  of  cotton  in  America.  That  his 
knowledge  of  this  fact  is  derived  from  a  letter  received  by  said  house  from  said  Jalei 
Le  More,  requesting  to  be  appointed  as  agent  of  said  firm,  a  true  copy  ef  which  is 
here  produced,  marked  D,  and,  further,  from  the  letter  of  said  firm  in  reply  tbento, 
dated  24th  July,  186:),  appointing  said  Jules  Le  More,  its  agent;  a  true  copy  of  this 
letter,  as  copied  at  the  time  in  the  press  letter-book  of  said  honse,  is  also  prodaeed, 
and  marked  £  ;  that  he  knows  nothing  more.  t 

Int.  5.  State  whether  or  not  the  said  firm  ever  had  any  correspondence  orbaaom 
transactions  with  the  rebel  government,  its  officers  or  agents;  or  ever  autborizedaoj 
person  fur  them  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel ^ovemmeut,  its 
officers  or  agents;  whether  or  not  said  firm  ever,  by  themselves  or  their  agenta, fur- 
nished any  supplies,  gray  cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  article  of  commerce  contra- 
band of  war.  State  all  you  may  know  on  this  subject. — A.  That  to  his  personal  knowl- 
edge said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  never  had  any  correspondence  or  bnsinefi 
transactions  with  the  rebel  government,  its  officers  or  agents,  nor  did  the  said  fiim 
ever  authorize  any  person  to  correspond  or  transact  business  with  the  rebel  goTern* 
meut,  it^  officers  or  agents,  and  that  said  house  never  furnished  any  supplies,  gny 
cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  other  articles  of  commerce  to  the  rebel  government, 
its  officers  or  agents.     This  is  all  he  knows  relative  to  the  matter. 

Int.  6.  Hiis  said  firm  ever  been  connected  with  the  firm  of  EUl.  Gantherin  &  Co., 
late  of  New  Orleans,  or  ever  held  any  partnership  relations  with  said  firm? — A.  That 
to  his  knowledge  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  has  never  been  connect«Hl  or  held 
partnert»hip  relations  with  the  house  of  £d.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  late  of  .New  Orleans. 

Int.  7.  State  anything  else  you  may  know  of  material  interest  to  any  of  the  partial 
of  this  suitf — A.  That  be  knows  nothing  further  conuected  with  the  subject 

Cross* interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  naval  captors: 

Cross-int.  1.  State  what  intwest  you  have  in  the  result  of  this  snitf—A.  That  be 
has  no' interest  whatever  in  the  result  of  this  suit. 

Cro8H-iut.  2.  If  you  state  as  to  the  business  operations  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  in 
buyiug  cotton  in  America  during  the  lat«  rebellion,  is  such  information  derived  from 
your  knowledge  of  facts,  or  from  what  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  may  have  told  yout— A. 
That  he  derives  his  information  from  his  personal  knowledge  of  the  afiairs  of  the 
house. 

Cros8-iut.  3.  If  you  swear  to  letters,  state  whether  such  letters,  to  your  own  personw 
knowledge,  are  truly  dated,  or  whether  such  letters  bear  a  fictitious  date T— A.  That 
to  his  ptTHonal  knowledge  the  letter  dated  24th  July,  1863,  appointing  Jules  Le  More 
agent  of  said  firm,  for  the  purchase  of  cottons  in  America,  is  truly  dated. 

Cross-int.  4.  When  did  you  last  see  Jules  Le  More  in  France,  and  did  he  then  bate 
any  connection  with  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  f — A.  That  -he  saw  Jules  1/ 
More  for  the  last  time  in  France  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  1861,  and  that  he  knowi 
])08itively  from  the  books  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  that  Jules  Le  More,** 
that  time,  had  no  connection  with  said  firm,  nor  at  any  time  previous. 

Cros8-int.  5.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  agents  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government 
were  in  confidential  business  communication  with  firmof  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  during 
the  late  rebellion  T — A.  That  he  knows  from  the  books  of  the  firm  that  no  agent  or 
officers  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  ever  had  any  commuDicationsor 
business  relations  or  business  transactions  with  the  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  & 
Co.,  or  with  any  member  composing  said  firm. 
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Cro89-int.  6.  State  in  what  particiUUr  branch  of  commerce  was  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le 
iore  &.  Co.  engaged  prior  to  the  time  they  claim  to  have  purchased  cotton  in  Amer- 
sa,  throngh  their  agent,  Jules  Le  More. — A.  That  since  he  has  been  in  the  employ  of 
be  said  honse  as  bookkeeper,  the  business  of  the  firm  has  always  been  commission 
Dsiness,  the  forwarding  of  goods,  and  importation,  principally  of  cottons ;  and  that 
I  Ihe  year  1860  the  said  honse  received  upwards  of  5,000  bales  of  cotton  for  their  own 

iCOUDt. 

Crose-int.  7.  Is  it  not  true  that  Jules  Le  More  has  been,  during  several  years  prior 

1864,  an  active  business  man,  doing  business  for  himself,  both  in  this  country  and 

France  f — A.  That  he  knows  nothing  at  all  about  the  business  of  Jules  Le  More 

ior  to  the  time  he  was  appointed  agent  of  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  d&  Co.  for  the 

irchase  of  cotton  in  America. 

Cross-iut.  H.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Jules  Le  More  acting  as  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
Co.  prior  to  1H64T— A.  Yes;  in  the  year  1863,  when  said  Jules  Le  More  was  ap- 
minted  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre. 

Cross-int.  9.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  to  the 
tton  now  in  controversy,  and  how  did  you  hear  of  it  T — A.  That  he  first  heard  of  it 
'  a  letter  received  by  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  from  the  United  States,  about 
e24th  of  May,  1864,  announcing  the  seizure  of  cottons  purchased  by  their  agent, 
td  by  the  letter  of  said  house,  dated  tii6tb  May,  1864,  to  Mr.  William  H.  Seward, 
cretary  of  State,  at  Washiugion,  niakinji^  claim  for  the  cotton  seized,  as  well  as  by 
tters  of  said  firm  to  their  correspondents  in  New  York  and  New  Orleans,  transmit- 
ng  them  documents  connected  with  the  purchases  of  the  cottons  seized. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  Withenbury  &.  Doyle: 

Cross-int.  I.  State  what  goods  were  forwarded  by  said  firm,  or  any  member  of  it,  to 
i.  Gantherin  &,  Co  ,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  to  any  member  of  it,  or  their  agent,  in  the 
^arn  1861,  1862,  and  1863,  or  to  Jules  Le  More;  describe  the  goods,  the  quantity', and 
«ir  nse. — A.  That  the  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  «Sc  Co.,  nor  any  member  thereof, 
»Ter  forwarded,  or  caused  to  be  forwarded,  to  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  at  New  Orleans, 
ft.,  or  tQ  any  member  or  agent  of  said  house,  or  to  Jules  Le  More,  in  the  years  1861, 
^,  and  18f^,  any  merchandise  of  whatsoever  nature  or  kind. 
Cross-int.  2.  How  were  said  goods  paid  for  f    Who  paid  f    What  was  payment  made 

r  If  in  draft,  give  the  name  of  drawee  of  the  draft,  its  number,  where  drawn,  on 
bom  drawn,  and  to  whose  order;  annex  the  original,  if  in  existence,  or  a  true  copy, 
tTtified  by  the  officer  taking  this  deposition.  State  to  what  point  said  goods  were 
lipped,  and  anilex  the  bill  of  lading  or  other  evidence  of  shipping,  and  also  the  let- 
is  or  other  evidence  of  the  receipt  of  said  goods. — A.  That  no  shipment  of  goods  hav- 
g  been  made  by  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  he  has  nothing  to  reply  to  this 
iterrogatory. 

Cross-int.  3.  If  you  or  said  house  of  Le  More  «&  Co.,  or  any  one  of  them,  shipped  any 
»ds  which  were  sold  or  traded  by  any  one  to  the  agents,  servants,  or  officers  of  the 
^called  Confederate  Government  of  America,  or  to  that  so-called  Government  it«elf, 
lea«e  state  of  what  the  goods  consisted,  describe  them  minutely,  and  the  quality, 
lease  also  say  who  paid  mv  them,  how  payment  was  made,  in  what,  and  annex  copies 
t  the  bills,  or  other  evidence  of  payment,  or  state  who  was  the  drawee,  who  the 
vawer,  the  date  and  amount.  Answer  categorically  each  question. — A.  That  he  has 
otbing  to  say  in  reply  to  this  interrogatory. 

Cross-int.  4.  If  you,  or  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  sent  any  money  to  Jules 
■-e  More  in  those  years,  to  be  used  in  the  purchase  of  cotton,  please  say  in  what  that 
loney  consisted,  whether  in  coin  or  drafts,  or  bills  of  exchange.  If  in  coin,  annex 
opies  of  the  receipt  or  bill  of  lading,  or  other  evidence  of  its  shipment  to  him ;  or  if 
Q  drafts  or  bills,  annex  them,  or  duplicates  or  copies  of  them,  or  if  unable  to  annex 
^ginals  or  copies,  then  give  the  names  of  the  drawer,  the  drawee,  the  number,  the 
-at«,  the  amonnt,  and  the  place  on  which  drawn.— A.  That  he  knows  that  Jules  Xie 
^ore  was  referred  to  A.  Terfron,  at  Matamoros,  by  letter  to  him  from  said  G.  A.  Le 
dore  &  Co.,  dated  July  24, 1863,  for  the  payment  of  all  cottons  that  might  be  purchased 
^J  the  said  Jales  Le  More,  for  account  of  said  firm ;  a  true  copy  of  this  letter  is  pro- 
ceed herewith,  marked  F. 

CrosB  int.  5.  If  you  answer  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory,  that  Jules  Le  More  was 
jli*  agent  of  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  please  state  how  you  know  he  was, 
^*oni  whom,  and  kt  what  time  you  first  learned  it ;  what  sort  of  an  agency  was  it — 
■•8«it  general  or  special?  How  was  it  created — in  writing  or  otherwise  t  Please 
f*^nce  the  writing  and  annex  it  to  this  cross-interrogatory.  When  was  it  made  and 
^^ecnted,  who  wrote  it,  and  who  signed  it,  and  were  you  present  when  it  was  so  made 
•'Jd  executed  T  If  you  produce  letters  of  agency,  or  on  any  subject,  state  what  v«u 
*^Qowof  their  genuineness,  and  who  wrote  them,  and  when  they  were  written,  and 
^**  you  present  when  they  were  written  t — A.  That  Jules  Le  Morn  was  appointed 
*««ntof  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  by  a  letter  dated  24th  July,  1863,  signed 
^y  Q>  A.  Le  More,  in  the  name  of  said  firm,  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.;  that  this  letter  was 

H.  Ex.  235 25 
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written  in  his  presoDce  by  said  Q.  A.  Le  More,  and  was  afterwards  by  bim  peTsonally 
copied  into  the  press  letter-book  of  said  house  on  the  d<'iy  of  the  date  thereof,  and 
that  the  copy  of  the  same  already  prodaced  by  him,  marked  E,  fnlly  defines  thepowen 
conferred  on  said  Jules  Le  More  as  agent  of  said  firm,  and  the  same  is  true  as  respects 
the  letter  of  said  house,  dated  and  bearing  same  date,  to  A.  Tertrou,  at  Matamoras, 
accrediting  Jules  Le  More,  as  agent  of  said  firm,  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

Cross-int.  6.  What  interest  have  you  in  the  result  of  this  suit  f — A.  That  he  has  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  resnlt  of  this  suit. 

Cross-int.  7.  What  interest  has  Jules  Le  More  in  the  subject-matter  of  this  saitf 
What  interest  has  he  in  the  business  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co?  and  what  had  he  in  or 
about  the  middle  of  March  or  in  April,  1864  f — A.  That  Jules  Le  More  has  likewise  no 
interest  in  the  resnlt  of  this  suit;  that  he  has  no  interest  in  the  business  of  G.  A.  Le 
More  &  Co.,  and  that  he  had  none  whatever  in  the  middle  of  March  or  April,  1864. 

Cross-int.  8.  State  the  extent  of  the  cash  means  of  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Si 
Co.  during  the  years  of  1861,  1862,  1863,  and  1^64  ;  your  means  of  informatioD,  »nd 
how  you  derived  it  ? — A.  That  holding  the  position  he  does  in  the  house  of  G.  A.  Le 
More  &<  Co.,  he  does  not  consider  himself  at  liberty  to  reply  to  this  interrogatory,  hot 
that  the  said  house  has  always  had  sufficient  funds  at  his  disposal  to  meet  all  it«  en- 
gagements. 

Cross-int.  9.  Was  Leontine  Le  More  a  full,  active  member  of  the  firm,  and  wbst 
was  her  cash  means  f  Did  she  have  any  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to  the  Coo- 
federate  Government  f — A.  Leontine  Le  More,  being  a  silent  partner  in  the  firm  of  G. 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  never  had  any  control  of  the  business  of  the  house,  FreDch  lav 

Sreventiug  her  from  taking  any  active  part  therein.     He  knows  nothing  at  all  ftboot 
er  private  fortune,  and  she  never  had  any  interest  in  fumisliing  any  goods  to  the 
Confederate  Grovernmeut. 

Cross-int.  10.  State  whether  this  firm  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  gnj 
cloth  to  Havana  or  Matarooras  in  the  year  1861  or  1862,  and  which  was  sold  ordelir- 
ered  to  the  agents,  officers,  or  servants  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Govemmeotf 
Who  in  America  made  the  purchase?  To  whom  sold,  for  how  much,  and  how  vuit 
paid  for,  and  to  whom  delivered,  and  at  what  place  delivered,  and  how  did'  it  reacii 
that  place,  whether  by  ships  or  otherwise  t  Stat-o  which. — A.  To  his  knowledge  the 
firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  gray  cloth  t& 
Havana  or  Matamoras  in  the  year  1861  or  1862,  and  he  can  say  nothing  in  reply  totbe 
remaining  portion  of  this  interrogatory. 
Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Oeri. 

Exhibit  Df  r^erred  to  in  deposition  of  Charles  HardotUn. 

r Via  Havana.! 

Matamoras,  20  mat  l^ 

Mesaiems.  G.  A.  Lb  More  &,  Co., 

Havre : 

Messieurs  et  Amis:  Ainsi  que  vons  en  avez  ^t^  inform^s,  j'ai  qnitt^laNonTelle 
Orleans  il  y  a  quelques  semaines,  n'y  voyant  plus  hen  k  y  faire  de  longtempe,  et  je^oi^ 
venu  de  ce  c6t6-ci  voir  s'il  n'y  aurait  pas  quelques  operations  cotonui^res  k  ^tablir. 
D'apr^B  ce  que  j*ai  pu  d6jb,  observer,  il  doit  y  avoir  de  I'argent  i  gagner,  nonp«* 
seulement  en  achetantdu  coton,  mais  en  allant  surtont  h,  Pint^rieur  dn  Texas,  etjasqoc 
dans  la  Haute  Lonisiane,  les  frais  de  d^placement  et  transport,  qnoique  tr^  ^^^^ 
etant  compeus^  largement  par  le  cofiit  primitif. 

Dans  Pespoir  que  vous  vondrez  bien  utilizer  mes  services,  je  ne  vous  chargem^ 
qu'une  commission  d'achat  de  5  pour  cent,  tandis  qu'il  y  a  des  personnes  qai  chtfg^^ 
7^  pour  cent  du  moment  oh  les  achats  se  font  hors  de  Matamoraai 

J'ai  fait  ici  la  connaissance  de  M.  A.  Tertron,  qui  s'occnpe  d'afi'airea  avec  I'int^rieor 
da  Mexique  et  avec  la  Havane.  11  m'a  doun6  k  comprendre  que  par  son  interm^i&i^ 
il  serait  facile  de  se  procurer  les  fonds  n^oessaires  aux  achats  pour  votrecompteinoj' 
ennant  commission  a'avances  et  un  int^rdt  de  8  pr.  ct.  jnsqn'^  r^poque  de  I'embarqQC 
ment  des  cotons,  ^poque  ik  laquelle  on  se  rembourserait  sur  vous  payable  h  (iO  joors^ 
de  Tue  dans  Londres  on  Paris. 

Pour  votre  gouveme,  les  sterlings  sout  d'un  placement  plus  facile  et  s6n6Td\eB^^^^ 
plus  avanta^eux  que  les  francs.  On  pent  actuellement  calculer  ici  vendre  k  bordoQ 
navire  le  middling  k  environ  32  cents  en  or.  J'estime  que  pour  vendre  do  cotoo  >^ 
Havre  via  Havana,  il  fandrait  ajouter  10  cents  par  lb.  environ. 

En  achetant  suffisamment  pour  le  chargementd'un  navire  qu'onponrraitfaoileiD^^^ 
faire  venir  de  la  Havane,  cela  ne  cofiterait  gu^re  que  5  k  6  cents. 

Vous  ponrrez  m'adresser  vos  letters,  voie  de  la  Havane,  aux  soins  ou  sous  coQ^^ 
de  MM.  v.  Pretat  &,  Co.,  de  Matamoras ;  c'est  la  mani^re  la  pins  prompte  et  ^ jP^° 
pr^  la  plus  sCire  de  me  faire  pax^eiAx  \o!&\^\.tc^«    11  n'y  a  hen  ^  faire  ici  poor  U^' 
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• 

Aoxtation  fraii9ai8e,  In  place  est  encombr^e  de  msrcliandiBes  de  toatea  Bortes,  et  beau- 

coup  d'articles  ponrraient  6tre  acbet^  aa-dessons  du  prix  coutant  des  ports  d'expor- 

t^^ions,  les  flnctuationH  soDt  iiicroyables.    A  mon  arriv^e  ici)  la  farine  se  payait  jas- 

Q«2^&|70  1<3  naril,  aujoard'hni  on  trouve  difficilement  prenenr&|30.    Les  bois  senls 

•out  toojouTs  rechercb^s  par  snite  de  Faccroissement  extraordinaire  de  population 

q  cae  prend  cette  Tille,  ce  qui  n^cessite  des  constructions  de  maisons  de  tous  cAt€s. 

8ans  plus,  et  dans  Tattente  d'une  r^ponse  favorable  de  votre  part,  je  vous  saloe, 

cssienrs  et  amis,  bien  affectueusement. 

Filed  September  11, 1865. 

[Via  HATaxia.~TraiialAtioii.J 


JULES  LE  MORE. 
GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Matamoras,  May  20,  1863. 

essrs.  G.  A.  Lb  Mork  &,  Co.,  Havre : 

Gentlemen  and  friends:  As  you  bave  been  informed, I  bave  quitted  New  Orleans 
me  weeks  since,  noi  seeing  for  a  long  time  anytbing  more  to  do  tbere,  and  I  bave 
ime  in  tbis  direction  to  see  if  tbere  sbould  not  oe  some  operations  in  cotton  to 
^»«tablisb. 

After  wbat  I  bave  been  already  able  to  observe,  tbere  must  be  money  to  be  made, 
'Kkot  only  in  baying  cotton  on  deposit  bere,  but  in  going,  especially  into  tbe  interior 
<^i  Texas,  and  even  into  upper  Louisiana. 

The  expenses  of  deposit  and  transport,  altbongb  very  bigb,  being  largely  compen- 
sated by  tbe  first  cost. 

In  tbe  bope  tbat  yon  would  please  to  avail  of  my  services,  I  would  only  cbarge  yon 
sbbayer^s  commission  of  5  per  cent.,  wbile  tbere  are  persons  wbo  cbarge  7^  per  cent., 
fiom  tbe  moment  wben  tbe  purcbases  are  made  outside  of  Matamoras. 

I  have  made  bere  tbe  acquaintance  of  Mr.  A.  Tertrou,  wbo  is  engaged  in  business 
'With  the  interior  of  Mexico  and  with  Havana.  He  bas  given  me  to  understand  tbat 
l>y  his  intervention  it  would  be  easy  to  procure  funds  necessary  for  tbe  purchase  for 
your  account,  by  means  of  a  commission  upon  advances,  an«l  an  interest  at  H  per 
pent.,  until  the  time  of  tbe  shipment  of  tbe  cotton,  at  wbicb  time  they  would  be  re- 
unbaraed  upon  you,  payable  at  sixty  days'  sight,  in  London  or  Paris.  For  your  Gov- 
ernment, sterling  bills  are  of  a  more  easy  disposal,  and  more  generally  advantageous 
than  francs. 

It  can  be  actually  calculated  bere,  tbat  the  middling  can  be  delivered  on  shipboard 
at  about  32  cents  in  gold. 

I  estimate  tbat  to  deliver  cotton  at  Hav  ,  via  Havana,  about  10  cents  per  pound 
mnat  be  added.  In  buying  enough  to  load  a  vessel,  which  may  be  easily  caused  to 
ecme  from  Havana,  tbat  would  hardly  cost  but  5  to  6  cents. 

There  is  nothing  to  do  bere  in  tbe  way  of  French  importations ;  the  place  is  filled 
^ith  goods  of  all  sort«,  and  many  articles  could  be  bought  below  tbe  cost  price  at 
^  ports  of  exportation.  The  fluctuations  are  incredible.  At  my  arrival  here,  flour 
oost  about  $70  per  barrel,  and  to-day  takers  at  |30  are  found  with  difficulty. 

Timber  only  is  always  in  demand,  by  reason  of  the  extraordinary  increase  of  pop- 
^tioQ  which  tbis  city  receives,  and  which  makes  necessary  the  building  of  bouses 
on  all  sides. 

Withoat  more,  and  awaiting  a  favorable  response  on  your  part,  I  salute  you,  gen- 
tlemen and  friends,  very  affectionately, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

ExkUni  Ej  referred  to  in  depoeition  of  Ckarlee  Hardouin, 

[Copie  de  lettrM  Ko.  80,  folio  146.] 

Havre,  24  juillet  1863. 
Monsieur  Jules  Lk  More,  Matamorae : 

Monsieur  :  Nous  venons  par  ces  pr^aentes  vous  autoriser  h  faire  pour  notre  oompte 
^^  achats  de  coton  &  Matamoras,  dans  le  Texas,  et  dans  la  Haute  Louisiane,  n'exc^ant 
p^  (2,&00  bailee)  d^x  mille  cinq  cents  bailee  pour  dtre  rendues  en  Europe  ^  deux 
^nes  ciuquante  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  commission  de  cinq  pour  cent 
Emprise,  pour  sorte  middling  Liverpool. 

BoQsce  pli  nous  vous  remettons  une  letre  vous  aoor^ditant  auprte  de  Monsieur  A.  Ter- 
^Q)  pour  faire  face  anx  dits  achats.  Nous  tenons  beanoonp  k  ce  que  les  tirages  sur  nous 
^^.ae  faasent  qu'an  moment  de  Texp^dition  des  cotons,  et  oomme  il  est  K  notre  con- 
Daiaaance  qu'au  Mexique  on  pent  se  procurer  de  Pargent  ik  int^rdt  moyennant  une 
^^mission,  vous  devez  prendre  tons  les  arrangements  n^cessaires  pour  profiter  de 
^tte  facility :  une  commission  m6me  nn  pen  forte,  pay^e  par  cette  operation,  nous  pa- 
'^t  pr€f(6rable  anx  inconv^nients  d'un  long  d^couvert  en  Europe. 
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Nona  ne  noiis  ^tendons  pas  davantage  k  oet  egard,  ayant  pleine  oonflanoe  dans 
lliabilit^  de  vos  agiBsemeots  ({ue  noas  sanctionnons  ik  I'avanoe. 
Nons  vouB  pr^sentons,  Monsieur,  dob  salatations  impress^^. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  A  CO. 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEO*  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

[Copy  of  letters  'So.  90,  folio  145.— TrSDebition. 

Havrb,  July  24,  1863. 
Mr.  Jules  Lr  MorBi  Ma1amoro»: 

Sir  :  We  come  by  these  presents  to  authorize  yon  to  make  for  our  account  purcha  • 
ses  of  cotton  at  Matamoros,  in  Texas,  and  in  upper  Louisiana,  not  exceeding  2,500 
balf^s,  to  be  delivered  in  Europe  at  two  francs  and  fifty  centimes  the  half  kilogram, 
your  commission  of  5  per  cent,  included,  for  Liverpool  middling  class. 

Under  this  cover  we  send  you  a  letter  accrediting  yon  with  Bir.  A.  Tertrou,  to  meet 
said  purchases.  We  are  very  anxious  tiiat  these  arafts  on  us  should  not  be  made 
until  the  moment  of  the  despatch  of  the  ctfttons,  and  as  it  is  within  your  knowledge 
that  in  Mexico  money  can  be  procured  upon  interest  by  means  of  a  commission,  you 
ought  to  make  all  the  necessary  arrangements  to  avail  of  this  facility.  A  commis- 
sion, even  a  little  high,  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  us  preferable  to  the  incon- 
veniences of  lying  long  out  of  the  funds  in  Europe. 

We  do  not  say  more  upon  this  point,  having  tull  confidence  In  the  skill  of  your 
proceediogs,  which  we  sanction  in  advance. 

We  present  you,  sir,  our  earnest  salutations. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  A  CO. 

Exhibit  F,  referred  to  in  depoeition  of  Ckarlee  Hardouin, 
[Copie  de  lettrea  No.  80,  foho  148.] 

Havre,  24  juUlet  1863. 

Monsieur  A.  Tertrou, 

Matamorae : 

Monsieur  :  Notre  agent.  Monsieur  Jules  Le  More,  se  rendant  au  Mexiqoe  et  dans 
la  Haute  Louisiane,  pour  effectner  des  achats  de  coton  pour  notre  compte,  nons  venous 

far  ces  prison tes  Taccr^diter  aupr^  de  voos  jiour  le  remboursement  des  dits  achats. 
1  s'entendra  avec  vous  k  eet  ^gard  et  nous  sanctionnons  d'avance  les  engagemen 
quMl  pourra  prendre  avec  vous,  soit  que  vous  lui  fassiez  des  avances  pour  notre  oomp 
en  compte  courant  k  un  int4r6t  n'exc^dant  pas  6  pr.  ct.  Pan,  et  une  com  mission  d 
d^couvert  &  debattre  entre  lui  et  vous,  soit  que  vous  nous  rembonrsies,  sur  nous  pay 
able  dans  Paris  ou  dans  Londres,  au  fur  et  k  mesure  de  r^ohtenoe  de  ses  traites  poi 
notre  compte. 
Nous  vous  pr^sentons,  Monsieur,  nos  civility  empress^es. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  A,  CO. 

Filed  September  11, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

[Copy  of  leiten  No.  80^  folio  14S.~T»BaUtioii.] 

Havre,  July  24, 1863. 
Mr.  A.  Tertrou,  Matamoros : 

Sir:  Our  agent,  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  going  to  Mexico  and  into  Upper  Louisiana,  ^ 
make  purchases  of  cotton  for  our  aocount,  we  come,  by  these  jfiresents,  to  accro  ■^K 
him  with  yon  for  the  reimbursement  of  said  purchases.  He  will  come  to  an  nndL^^r- 
standing  with  you  on  this  subject,  and  we  sanction  in  advance  the  engagement  wh:B><3b 
be  will  make  with  you,  whether  you  shall  make  advances  for  our  account,  in  aeooKmnt 
current,  at  an  interest  not  exceeding  6  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  a  commission  ^^^5 
advances  uncovered,  to  be  settled  between  him  and  you,  or  whether  you  reimbiB.^ 
yourself  upon  us  by  bills  payable  in  Paris  or  in  London,  as  his  billa  for  our  aooo*^ 
fall  due. 

We  present  you,  sir,  our  earnest  courtesies. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  6l  CO. 
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oeition  of  Henry  Geffray,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  taken  before  John  8. 
lint,  United  States  vioe-oonsnl  at  Havre,  France,  as  special  commissioner,  assisted 
r  Thomas  Taylor,  United  States  despatch  agent  at  Havre,  France,  as  interpreter, 
I  the  24th  day  of  Angnst,  A.  D.  1865. 

it.  1.  State  your  name^  age,  residence,  and  oocimation. — A.  That  his  name  is 
ry  Geffiray ;  that  he  resides  at  Havre,  and  that  he  is  an  ont-door  clerk  by  occupa- 

t.  2.  What  connection,  if  any,  have  yon  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of 
re,  France  T — A.  That  he  is  an  oat-ooor  clerk  to  the  said  honse  of  G.  A.  Le  More 
!o.,  and  has  been  in  their  employ  as  sucli  for  the  last  seven  years. 
It.  3.  Are  you  acoaainted  with  affairs  and  business  of  said  firm  f  If  so,  state  the 
kns  of  your  knowledge,  and  who  composed  said  firm,  and  what  control  or  man  age- 
it,  if  any,  does  Leontine  Le  More  have  in  said  firm  f — A.  Tbat  he  is  acquainted 
h  the  affairs  and  business  of  sai^  firm,  but  more  particularly  with  the  out-door 
iness;  that  the  honse  is  composed  of  G.  A.  Le  More,  the  manager  thereof,  and  of 
mtine  Le  More,  bis  sister,  as  a  silent  partner. 

nt.  4.  Do  yon  know  whether  Jules  Le  More  was  ever  appointed  an  agent  of  said 
D  to  buy  cotton  in  America  T  If  you  answer  that  he  was,  please  produce  copies  of 
!h  letters  of  agency  or  appofntment  as  may  have  been  furnished  to  him  f  State  all 
a  may  know  in  reference  to  the  matter? — A.  That  he  knows  that  Jules  Le  More 
IB  Appointed  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  for  the  purchase  of  cotton  in 
Berica,  by  a  letter  of  said  firm,  dated  24th  July,  1863,  a  copy  of  which  is  here  pro- 
eed  marked  H. 

Int.  5.  State  whether  or  not  the  said  firm  ever  had  any  correspondence  or  business 
loaactions  with  the  rebel  government,  its  officers  or  agents,  or  ever  authorized  any 
reoD  for  them  to  correspond  or  transact  any  business  with  the  rebel  government, 
officers  or  agents ;  whether  or  not  said  firm  ever,  by  themselves  or  agents,  fur- 
ihed  any  supplies,  grav  cloth,  munitions  of  war,  or  any  article  of  commerce  con- 
iband  or  war.  State  all  yon  may  know  on  this  subject. — A.  That  he  has  no  kno wi- 
gs of  any  correspondence  or  business  trausactions  having  taken  place  between 
B  firm  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havre,  and  the  rebel  government,  its  officers  or 
enta,  or  that  said  firm  ever  authorized  any  person  for  them  to  correspoud  or  trans- 
t  any  business  with  the  rebel  government,  its  officers  or  agents,  and  that,  from  his 
■ition  as  shipping  or  out-door  clerk,  said  firm  could  not  have  furuished  any  snp- 
iesof  gray  cloth,  or  any  other  article  of  coinmi'rce  whatever,  to  the  Confederate 
^vernment  or  its  agents  without  his  knowledge. 

Int.  6.  Has  said  firm  ever  been  connected  with  the  firm  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &.  Co., 
te  of  New  Orleans,  or  ever  held  any  partnership  relations  with  said  firm  f — ^A.  That 
has  no  knowledge,  nor  does  he  believe  that  the  said  firm  ever  held  any  partnership 
IfttioDs,  or  was  interested  in  business  with  the  house  of  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  late 
New  Orleans. 

Int.  7.  State  anything  else  you  may  know  of  material  interest  to  any  of  the  parties 
this  suit. — ^A.  That  he  knows  nothing. 

Cro09-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  and  naval  captors : 

Croes-int.  1.  State  what  interest  you  have  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  That  he 
•  no  interest  whatever. 

Cross-iut.  2.  If  you  state  as  to  the  business  operations  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co., 
haying  cotton  in  America  during  the  late  rebellion,  is  such  information  derived 
^m  your  knowledge  of  facts,  or  from  what  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  may  have  told 
n  T— A.  That  his  knowledge  is  solely  derived  from  the  letter-books  of  the  firm  of 

A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

Oros8-int.  3.  If  you  swear  to  letters,  state  whether  such  letters,  to  your  own  per- 

<>al  knowledge,  are  truly  dated,  or  whether  such  letters  bear  a  fictitious  date. — 

That  to  his  personal  knowledge  the  letters  are  truly  dated. 

Cross-int.  4.  When  did  you  last  see  Jules  Le  More  in  France,  and  did  he  then  have 
y  eonnection  with  house  of  G.  A.  Le  More  <&  Co.  T — ^A.  That  he  saw  Jules  Le  More 
^tbe  last  time  in  France  in  the  .vear  1861,  and  that  at  that  time,  to  bis  knowledge, 
>l<^Le  More  had  no  connection  whatever  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of 
>vre. 

Crnss-int.  5.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  agents  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government 
^IJB  in  confidential  business  communications  with  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.Co. 
ring  the  late  rebellion  f — A.  That  to  his  personal  knowledge  it  is  not  true  that  any 
BQt  of  the  Confederate  Government  was  in  confidential  business  communications 
^  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  «&  Co.  during  the  late  rebellion, 
^toss-int.  6.  State  in  what  particular  branch  of  commerce  was  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le 
>^  &  Co.  engaged  prior  to  the  time  they  claimed  to  have  purchased  icotton  in 
^rica,  through  their  agent,  Jules  Le  More. — A.  That  since  ne  has  been  in  the 
OBe  the  business  has  always  been  composed  of  commission  business,  the  forwarding 
goods,  and  the  importation  of  cotton  principally. 
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Cross-int.  7.  Is  it  not  true  that  Jules  Le  More  has  been,  during  several  jean  prior 
to  1864,  an  active  business  man,  doing  business  for  himself  both  in  this  country  md 
in  France  ? — A.  That  he  does  not  know. 

Cross-int.  8.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Jules  Le  More  acting  as  agent  of  G.  A.  LeMon 
&  Co.  prior  to  1864  T — A.  Yes;  Jules  Le  More  was  appointed  agent  of  the  house  of  0. 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.  in  the  year  1863. 

Cross-iut.  9.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  the 
cotton  now  in  controversy,  and  how  did  you  hear  it? — ^A.  That  he  heard  of  theseii- 
ure  of  cottons  belonging  to  said  firm  by  letter  addressed  to  the  said  house  from  tb« 
United  States,  received  some  time  in  the  month  of  May,  1864,  and  that  the  house  of 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  immediately  sent  forward  their  claim  for  the  same. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  Withenbury  and  Doyle: 

Cross-int.  1.  State  what  goods  were  forwarded  by  said  firm,  or  any  member  of  it,  to 
Ed.  Gantherin  &  Co.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  to  any  member  of  it,  or  their  agent,  in 
the  years  1861, 1862,  and  1863,  or  to  Jules  Le  More.  Describe  the  goods,  the  quantity, 
and  their  use. — A.  Tbat  to  his  knowledge,  being  chargecl  in  his  capacity  of  outdoor 
olerk  with  the  shipment  of  all  goods  for  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.*  that  honn. 
nor  any  member  thereof,  never  shipped  or  caused  to  be  shipped  any  goods  of  any  kind 
to  Ed.  Gantherin  &,  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  nor  to  any  agent  of  said  firm,  nor  to, 
Jules  Le  More,  during  the  years  1861,  1862,  and  1863. 

Cross-int.  3.  How  were  said  gouds  paid  lor  f  Who  paid  ?  What  was  payment  mide 
in  f  If  in  draft,  give  the  name  of  the  drawer  of  the  draft,  it«  number,  where  drawn 
on  whom  drawn,  and  to  whose  order.  Annex  the  original,  if  in  existence,  oratne 
copy  certified  by  the  officer  taking  this  deposition ;  state  to  what  point  said  goods 
were  shipped,  to  whom  shipped,  and  annex  the  bill  of  Jading  or  other  evideoce  ofihx^ 
ment,  and  also  the  letters  or  other  evidence  of  the  receipt  of  said  goods?— A.  That  he 
refers  to  his  answer  to  the  previous  interrogatory  for  his  reply  to  this  interrogatory. 

Cross-int.  3.  If  you,  or  said  house  of  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  any  one  for  them,  shipped 
any  goods,  which  were  sold  or  traded  by  any  one  to  the  agents,  servants,  or  officers 
of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government  of  America,  or  to  that  so-called  Confederatfl 
Grovemment  itself,  please  state  of  what  the  goods  consistefl ;  describe  them  minntely, 
and  the  quality.  Please  also  say  who  paid  for  them,  how  payment  was  made,  in  what, 
and  annex  copies  of  the  bills  or  other  evidence  of  payment,  or  state  who  was  tbe 
drawee,  who  the  drawer,  on  what  place  drawn,  where  drawn,  the  date  and  the 
amount;  answer  categorically  each  question. — ^A.  That  he  again  refers  to  his  answei 
to  the  first  cross-interrogatory. 

CroHs-int.  4.  If  you,  or  said  house  of  G.  A.  Le  Moore  &  Co.,  sent  any  money  to  Jala 
Le  More  in  those  years,  to  be  used  in  the  purchase  of  cotton,  please  say  in  what  that  money 
consisted,  whether  in  coin,  or  drafts,  or  bills  of  exchange.  If  in  coin,  aimex  copieeoi 
the  receipt  or  bill  of  lading,  or  other  evidence  of  its  shipment  to  him,  or  if  io  diafti 
or  billn,  annex  them,  or  duplicates,  or  copies  of  them ;  or,  if  unable  to  annex  originak 
or  copies,  then  give  the  names  of  the  drawer,  the  drawee,  the  nnmber,  the  date, tb« 
amount,  and  the  place  on  which  drawn  f — A.  That  he  has  no  knowledge  of  sdj  mtk 
remittances  having  been  made,  and  therefore  is  unable  to  reply  to  any  part  of  this 
interrogatory ;  but  that  he  saw  by  the  letter-book  of  the  firm  that  a  credit  wasopeoed 
to  Jules  Le  More  by  the  firm,  with  A.  Tertrou,  of  Matamoras,  for  the  purchase  of  cot- 
tons for  its  account. 

Cross-int.  5.  If  you  answer  the  fourth  direct  interrogatory  that  Jules  Le  More  tm 
the  agent  of  said  firm  of  Le  More  &  Co.,  please  state  how  you  know  he  was;  froo 
whom,  and  at  what  time,  you  first  learned  it ;  what  sort  of  an  agency  was  it;  was  it 
general  or  special  T  How  was  it  created,  in  writing  or  otherwise  T  Please  prodo« 
the  writing  and  annex  it  to  this  cross-interrogatory.  When  was  it  made  and  execatcd, 
who  wrote  it,  and  who  signed  it;  and  were  you  present  when  it  was  so  made  and  ex- 
ecuted f  If  you  produce  Tetters  of  agency,  or  on  any  subject,  state  what  you  know  of 
their  genuineness,  and  who  wrote  them,  and  when  were  they  written,  and  wereyoa 
present  when  they  were  written  ? — A.  That  he  knows  that  Jules  Le  More  was  the 
agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  dsCo.,and  that  he  knows  it  from  their  letters  to  him,  dated 
24th  July,  1863,  a  true  copy  of  which  has  already  been  produced,  marked  H.  This 
letter  was  signed  and  written  by  Mr.  G.  A.  Le  More  the  head  of  the  firm,  bnt  hedoea 
not  remember  whether  it  was  written  or  signed  in  his  presence;  and  that  he  knows 
tbo  copy  of  the  letter  is  genuine. 

Cross-int.  6.  What  interest  have  you  in  the  result  of  this  suit  f — A.  That  he  has  none 
whatever. 

Cro8M-int.  7.  What  interest  has  Jules  Le  More  in  the  subject-matter  of  thissui^' 
What  interest  has  he  in  the  business  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and  what  h.id  he,  ioor 
about  the  middle  of  March  or  in  April,  1864  ? — A.  Tbat  to  his  personal  Jnles  Le  More 
has  no  interest  whatever  in  the  result  of  this  suit,  nor  has  he  any  interest  iu  the  finn 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  nor  did  he  have  any  interest  in  said  firm  in  the  month  of 
March  or  April  of  the  year  1864. 
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Cn)86-int.  H.  State  the  extent  of  the  cash  means  of  said  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  <&  Co. 

dmiDg  the  yearH  1861,  1SC2)  1863,  and  1864  ;  your  means  of  information,  and  how  you 

derivtd  it. —A.  That  in  his  position  he  declines  answering  this  interrogatory. 

Cross-in  t.  9.  Was  Leon  tine  Le  More  a  full,  active  member  of  the  nrro,  and  what 

^^*  ber  cash  means  f    Did  she  have  any  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to  the  Con- 

*^*ierate  Government  ? — A.  That  Leontine  Le  More,  a  silent  partner  in  the  firm,  has 

oo-  active  part  in  the  business  of  the  house ;  that  he  does  not  know  the  extent  of  her 

/oirtune ;  that  to  his  knowledge  she  never  had  any  interest  in  furnishing  any  goods  to 

til  *i  Confederate  Government. 

Cross-int.  10.  State  whether  this  firm  had  any  interest  in  any  shipment  of  gray 
c^l^oth  to  Havana  or  Matamoras  in  the  years  1861  or  1862,  and  which  was  sold  or  de- 
^ij^ered  to  the  agents,  officers,  or  servants  of  the  so-called  Confederate  Government, 
bo,  in  America,  made  the  purchases?     To  whom  sold  f     For  bow  much,  and  how 
B  it  paid  for,  and  to  whom  delivered,  and  at  what  place  delivered,  and  how  did  it 
ch  that  place,  whether  by  ships  or  otherwise  f  'State  which. — A.  To  his  personal 
lowledge,  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never  had  any  interest  in  any  shipments 
gray  cloth  to  Havana  or  Matamoras  in  the  years  1861  or  1862 ;  that  he  knows  noth- 
g  in  regard  to  such  shipments.  f 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Exhibit  Hf  referred  to  in  deposition  of  Henry  Geffray, 

LCopie  de  lettrea  No.  90,  folio  145.] 

Havre,  ZAjulliet  1863. 
ODsieur  Jules  Le  More,  Matamortu : 

Monsieur  :  Nous  venous  par  ces  pr^sentes  vous  autoriser  ^  faire  pournotre  compte 
e«  achats  de  cotou  k  Matamoras,  dans  le  Texas,  et  dans  la  haute  Louisiaue,  n'excMant 
8  (2,500  bis. )  deux  mille  cinq  cents  balles  pour  ^tre  reudues  en  Europe  k  deux  francs 
^inqaante  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  commission  de  cinq  pour  cent  comprise, 
X^onr  sorte  middling  Liverpool. 

Boos  ce  pli  nous  vous  remettons  uue  lettre  accr^ditaut  aupr^s  de  Monsieur  A.  Tertroa 

ponr  faire  face  aux  dits  achatn.    Nous  tenons  beauooup  k  ce  que  les  tirages  sur  nous  no 

««  fi^ssent  qu'au  moment  de  I'exp^dition  des  cotons,  et  comme  il  est  h  notre  connaia- 

aance  qu'au  Mexique  on  pent  se  procurer  de  I'argent  k  int^rdt  moyennant  une  com- 

xniflsioD,  vous  devez  prendre  tous  les  arrangements  n^cessaires  pour  profiter  de  cetta 

£ttilit€;  une  commission  ni6me  un  peu  forte,  pay6e  par  cette  operation,  nous  paralt 

pr^f($rable  aux  incouv^nients  d'un  long  d^couvert  en  Europe. 

Koas  ne  nous  dtendons  pas  davantage  &  cet  6gard,  ayant  pleine  oonfiance  dans 
I'habilit^  de  tor  agissements  que  nous  sanction  nous  k  Vavance. 
Nous  vous  pr^sentons.  Monsieur,  nos  salutations  empress^es. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

Filed  September  11,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

iCopy  of  letters  No.  30,  folio  145. — Translation.] 

Havre,  July  24,  1863. 
Vr.  Jules  Le  More,  Malamorae: 

Sir:  We  come  by  these  presents  to  authorize  you  to  make  for  our  account  purchases 

^f  cotton  at  Matamoras,  in  Texas,  and  in  Upper  Louisiana,  not  exceeding  (2,500  bis.) 

^^0  thousand  five  hundred  bales,  to  be  delivered  in  Europe,  at  .two  francs  and  fifty 

^ntimes  the  half  kilogram,  your  commission  of  5  per  cent,  inclnded,  for  Liverpool 

I*       Jniddling  class. 

Under  this  cover  we  send  you  a  letter  accrediting  you  with  Mr.  A.  Tortrou,  to  meet 
**M  pnrchases. 

We  are  very  anxious  that  these  draft«  on  us  should  not  bo  made  until  the  moment 
^f  the  dispatch  of  the  cottons,  and  as  it  is  within  your  knowledge  that  in  Mexico 
^oney  can  be  procured  upon  interest,  by  means  of  a  commission,  you  ought  to  make 
j|ll  the  necessary  arrangements  to  avail  of  this  facility.  A  commission,  even  a  little 
T^^y  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  us  preferable  to  the  inconvenience  of  lying 
iouff  out  of  the  funds  in  Europe. 

We  do  not  say  more  upon  this  point,  having  full  confidence  in  the  skill  of  your 
PtKjeedings,  which  we  sanction  in  advance. 

We  present  you,  sir,  our  earnest  salutations. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  Sl  CO. 
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DepoHition  of  John  T.  Siiomons,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  taken  before  Wei- 
ley  J.  Q.Baker, special  comuiisRioner,  at  his  ofQce,  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  thelst^dd, 
3d,  and  4th  days  of  August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Int.  1.  What  is  yonr  name,  age,  and  place  of  residence,  and  occupation  T— A..  My 
name  is  John  T.  Simmons;  aged  40  years.  I  reside  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Ooaehite 
River,  in  the  north  part  of  the  parish  of  Caldwell.    My  occupation  is  that  of  a  plaster. 

Int.  2.  Was  there  any  cotton  taken  from  your  place  by  the  Uniteil  Stat^  fleet  ^ 
gunboats,  under  command  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Foster,  or  not?  When,  tod 
what  number  of  bales  ? — A.  There  was  cotton  taken  by  t^e  United  States  fleet  of  gun- 
boats, under  command  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Foster,  from  my  plantation  (dt- 
uated  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Ouachita  River),  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  on  the  8th 
day  April,  A.  D.  1864  TI  think).  It  was  taken,  I  think,  on  the  8th  day  of  ApnL 
1864.  As  well  as  I  recollect,  the  pumber  of  bales  claimed  by  Le  More  &,  Co.  wu  m 
bales.  There  was  154  bales  more  taken  by  the  fleet  at  that  time  than  that  claimed 
by  Le  More  &  Co. 

Int.  3.  Who  raised  said  cotton? — A.  .The  cotton  was  raised  on  the  "Hopewell" 
plantation,  situated  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Ouachita  River,  then  owned  by  myself 
and  the  heirs  of  E.  P.  Tatnm.  The  plantation  is  commonly  known  as  the  *^  Sim- 
mons plantation,"  and  on  which  I  then  and  now  reside. 

Int.  4.  Did  you  sell  the  cotton,  and  to  whom  f — A.  I  sold  a  part  of  the  cotton  toC. 
G.  Young,  acting  agent  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America  in  the  purchase  of  cot- 
ton in  the  Ouachita  country.  I  sold  all  the  cotton  on  the  plantation  to  CI  G.  Yonng, 
agent,  except  the  154  bales  above  spoken  of,  and  100  bales  sold  to  Wameken,  Kir- 
choflf  &  Co.  All  of  the  cotton  which  remained  of  that  sold  to  C.  G.  Young  was  takes 
by  the  fleet;  the  balance  sold  to  Young  had  been  stolen.  That  which  was  taken  bj 
the  fleet  was  claimed  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  and  Warneken,  Kirchoff  &  Co. 

Int.  5.  After  you  sold  to  the  Confederate  States,  did  the  cotton  remain  !n  yonr  eiu- 
tody  or  not  f — A.  AlYer  my  sale  of  the  cotton  to  the  Confederate  States,  it  remainedin 
my  possession  and  custody,  under  a  written  agreement  with  the  said  Confederate  Got* 
ernment  agent,  and  at  the  risk  of  the  Confederate  Government. 

Int.  6.  Did  you  know  Leon  Qnerouzef — A.  I  know  a  man  of  that  name. 

Int.  7.  When  did  you  make  his  acquaintance,  and  where  T — ^A.  I  made  his  acqnaint* 
ance  some  time  in  the  month  of  March,  1864 — early  in  the  month,  near  my  plantation. 
1  met  him  and  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner  in  a  buggy  as  Col.  Robert  Richardaon  and  myidf 
were  returning  from  Monroe.  I  was  then  andtnere  introduced  to  Mr.  L.  Qneroutebj 
Major  Buckner  ;  that  was  the  first  time  I  ever  saw  him. 

Int.  8.  Had  they  been  to  your  plantation  or  not  f— A.  They  had  been  to  my  plantt- 
tion ;  at  least,  Major  Buckner  said  they  had  been  there. 

Int.  9.  What  was  the  object  of  their  visit  to  your  place  f — A.  Buckner  told  me  that 
he,  Buckner,  had  been  to  my  plantation  to  deliver  t-o  Mr.  Leon  Querouze  the  cot- 
ton which  I  had  sold  to  the  Confederate  States. 

Int.  10.  Did  Leon  Queronze  make  any  arrangement  with  you  at  that  time  in  wip^ 
to  your  taking  care  of  the  cotton  for  him  f — A.  He  did.  He  told  me  at  that  tuM 
that  the  cotton  was  his  private  property,  and  that  he  would  give  me  a  sack  of  coffee 
if  I  would  watch  it,  which  I  engaged  to  do  for  him  to  prevent  any  more  of  the  cot- 
ton from  being  stolen.  Some  of  the  cotton  had  been  stolen,  and  parties  were  ret 
stealing  cotton  in  the  neighbofhood. 

Int.  11.  Did  Major  Buckner  deliver  the  cotton  to  Querouze?— A.  Miyor  Buckner  told 
me  that  he  had  delivered  the  cotton  to  Mr.  Querouze  ;  that  is,  all  the  cotton  whicbl 
had  sold  to  the  Confederate  States  which  was  left  on  the  plantation. 

Int.  12.  After  tiiis  interview  between  L.  Querouze,  Major  Buckner,  andyo^iiieli, 
did  you  hold  the  cotton  as  the  property  of  L.  Querouze  or  not? — A.  I  did.  I  knew  no 
other  person  in  the  transaction  than  Mr.  L.  Querouze  after  Migor  Buckner  had  d^ 
livered  the  cotton  to  Querouze. 

Int.  13.  What  was  the  position  held  by  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner  while  stationed  »i 
Monroe,  La.  f — A.  Maij.  John  A.  Buckner' was  acting  as  the  agent  of  the  Confederate 
States,  in  charge  of  all  the  said  Confederate  States'  cotton  in  this  section  ofthecoon- 
try.  He  took  actual  control  of  all  the  cotton  of  the  Confederate  Statea  in  thiscountry, 
and  held  his  appointment,  as  I  understood,  from  .Gen.  £.  Kirbv  Smith  and  W.  A. 
Broad  well.  He  had  men  detailed  from  the  army  to  assist  him  in  looking  up  the  go^' 
ernment  cotton  and  assisting  him  in  taking  care  of  it. 

Int.  14.  What  was  the  position  held  by  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwellin  the  Confeder- 
ate States? — A.  It  was  understood  generally  that  said  Broad  well  was  chief  of  the 
cotton  bureau  in  the  trans-Mississippi  department. 

Int.  15.  Subsequently  to  the  time  when  Querouze  and  Buckner  met  you,  near  yoo' 
place,  were  you  informed  of  any  change  in  the  ownership  of  the  cotton  above  spoken 
of,  or  not? — A.  Some  eight  or  ten  days  after  I  met  Querouze  and  Buckner  near mj 
placo,  as  stated  above,  I  was  passing  Pargoud's  lower  place,  near  Monroe,  andirae 
nailed  by  Mr.  Querouze,  who  came  out  to  the  gate  with  another  gentleman,  wboiB 
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he  introduced  to  me  as  Le  More.  I  am  of  imprenton  now  that  Mr.  Qnerooze  then  in- 
formed  me  that  a  chan>;e  had  taken  place  in  the  oirnerabip  of  the  cotton.  Mr.  Le 
kfore  claimed  the  cotton  ae  having  been  bought  by  him  for  his  brotheiB,  G.  A.  Le 
fore  &  Co.,  and  I  afterwards  looked  upon  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  as  the  owners  of  the 
otton.  I  was  introduced  at  that  time  to  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  by  Mr.  Leon  Qnerouxe 
•t  Pargoud's  gate. 

Int.  16.  Subsequently  to  the  time  you  were  introduced  to  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  by  Mr. 
jeon  Querouze,  did  Mr.  Le  More  engage  yon  to  mark  the  cotton  for  the  firm  of  O.  A. 
«  More  A,  Co.,  and  take  care  of  it,  or  not,  for  them  f— A.  He  did.  He  engaged  me 
c»  mark  the  cotton,  place  i^  on  rails  in  lines  or  rows,  in  regular  shipping  order, 
n  the  bank  of  the  nver ;  he  endeaTored  to  get  me  to  haul  it,  which  I  declined  to 
o.  I  did  haul  rails  to  the  bank  of  the  river,  and  placed  a  part  of  it  on  the  rails  in 
ines,  in  shipping  order ;  I  marked  a  portion  of  it  "  L.  M."  I  was  informed  that  that 
nark  was  wrong.  I  then  marked  it  "  G.  L.  M.''  I  had  not  finished  marking  the  cot- 
on  when  the  gunboats  or  United  States  fi«et  was  reported  coming  near  by,  and  I 
topped  marking  and  working  at  the  cotton.     '*  G.  L.  M.''  was  the  mark,  I  think. 

Int.  17.  Did  Mr.  Le  More  then  inform  you  that  he  had  sent  to  procure  permits  from 
Jie  United  States  authorities  to  ship  the  cotton,  or  notf — ^A.  He  did,  and  was  then 
»xpeeting  the  permits  to  arrive  daily,  and  when  I  heard  the  United  States  gunboats 
toming  I  thought  at  first  that  it  was  I^e  More's  boats  coming  after  cotton. 

Int.  19.  When  the  guuboats  or  fleet  of  the  United  States  was  taking  the  cotton,  did 
rou  in  inform  Mr.  Jiiles  Le  More  that  the  gunboats  were  taking  his  cotton,  or  not  f — 
k.  Immediately  aft«r  the  gunboats  had  taken  the  cotton,  I  sent  word  to  Mr.  Le  More 
Aat  the  gunboats  had  taken  his  cotton.  My  impression  is,  I  wrote  him  a  note  to  that 
•Ifect. 

Int.  20.  Did  Captain  Foster  give  a  receipt  for  the  cotton  to  any  one  on  the  place,  or 
aotf — A.  A  receipt  was  demanded  and  refused. 

Int.  ^.  Who  haolv'd  the  cotton  to  the  river  bank,  and  by  whose  order  was  it  done  t 
— ^A.  The  cotton  was  hauled  by  John  Wentzell,  and  I  think  Pargond  had  one  or  two 
teams  in  the  train.  I  had  teams  there  at  the  time  the  cotton  was  beiug  hauled,  en- 
Siged  in  hauling  rails  to  put  the  cotton  on,  and  they  might  have  been  readily  mis- 
teken  as  being  engaged  in  hauling  the  cotton. 

Int.  21.  You  speak  of  hauling  cotton.  Where  was  the  cotton  hauled  from,  and 
thither  f — A.  It  was  hauled  from  different  parts  of  the  plantation ;  the  most  of  it 
^fts  stored  on  a  back  plantation  about  three  miles  from  the  river;  the  balance  of  it 
"^M  stored  about  the  center  of  the  plantation,  in  a  shed,  about  one  mile  from  the 
Tiver— about  150  bales  of  it.  It  was  hauled  from  these  places  to  the  river,  to  two  dif- 
ferent points  on  the  river. 

Cross-interrogatories  propounded  by  Withenbury  and  Doyle : 

,  Cross-int.  1.  Did  you  at  the  time  yon  sold  the  cotton  to  C.  G.  Young,  C.  S.  agent, 
*i^  any  document  by  which  you  obligated  yourself  to  hold  the  cotton  subject  to  the 
order  of  the  C.  8.  Government,  or  its  agent  f — A.  I  think  that  in  the  bill  of  sale  of  the 
<^lton  to  the  C.  8.  there  was  a  clause  Homething  to  that  purport. 

Cross-int.  2.  Did  Major  Bockner  or  any  one  else,  at  the  time  you  speak  of  in  your 
^iiswer  to  the  ninth  direct  interrogatory,  show  yon  any  written  authority  concerning 
^e  sale  of  this  cotton  to  Leon  Querouze  from  the  C.  S.  Government? — A.  None  was 
^own  at  the  time  that  I  now  remember  of. 

Cross-int.  3.  Did  you  ever  receive  back  the  receipt  you  gave  to  C.  G.  Young,  in 
^'bich  yon  bound  yourself  to  hold  the  cotton  subject  to  the  order  of  the  agent  of  the 
'•  S.  Government! — A.  No;  I  never  received  any  document  back  from  C.  G.  Yonng 
'^  any  one  else.  Young  left  the  country  about  the  time  that  General  Stevenson  made 
^  raid  to  Monroe,  in  August,  1863,  since  which  time  be  has  not  been  in  this  country. 

Cross-int.  4.  Have  yon  ever  seen  any  written  bill  of  sale  for  the  cotton  in  question 
^  A.  G.  Le  More  &  Co.  f  If  so,  by  whom  was  it  made  ;  what  was  the  consideration 
^<uned,  the  amount  and  kind  of  consideration  f — A.  I  never  have  seen  any  written 
^Ul  of  sale  to  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  or  Qneronze  from  any  one  for  said  cotton. 

Cross-int.  5.  Did  yon  ever  see  a  bill  of  sale  or  any  written  evideuce  of  ownership 
K&  said  cotton  to  Leon  Querouze,  or  had  yon  any  evidence  of  his  ownership,  except 
lie  verbal  statement  of  Major  BncknerT — A.  I  never  saw  any  bill  of  sale  to  Leon 
^eronze  that  I  remember  of.  I  had  no  other  evidence  of  ownership  in  the  cotton  by 
Querouze  except  the  verbal  statement  of  Major  Bnckner  and  the  acts  of  Querouze. 

Cross-int.  6.  Did  Querouze  ever  pay  you  anything  for  taking  care  of  the  cotton  T — 
^  Nothing  that  I  now  remember  of.  Things  were  in  such  confusion  that  I  never 
bought  about  the  pay. 

Cross-int.  7.  Did  you  at  any  time  during  the  removal  of  this  cotton  understand  from 
Le  More,  or  others,  by  what  merit  or  service  or  payment  Le  More  was  entitled  to  this 
^tton  ;  or  did  you  ever  hear  from  Major  Buckner  or  Leon  Querouze  what  was  the 
^neideratioit  paid  by  Querouze  to  the  Confederate  States  for  this  cotton  f 

(Le  More  &  Co.,  by  their  counsel,  object  to  the  qnestioii%  meV\i^si^\i\Act'^^.l^^"^ 


394  FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

the  ground  that  they  call  for  hearsay  eyidence,  the  declarations  of  parties  who  are 
competent  witnesses  in  this  ease.) 

A.  T  never  heard  Le  More,  Queroaze,  or  Buckner  say  anything  on  the  subject  in* 
quired  about ;  I  never  heard  Major  Buckner  or  Leon  Querouze  say  what  consideration 
was  paid  by  Querouze  for  the  cotton. 

Cross-int.  8.  Have  you  ever  made  any  sale  of  this  cotton,  or  any  part  of  it,  to  any 
one  except  to  C.  G.  Young,  Confederate  States  agent  f — A.  I  never  made  any  sale  of  the 
cotton  I  sold  to  C.  G.  Young,  Confederate  States  agent,  as  above  stated,  to  any  one 
except  the  said  Young,  as  agent,  nor  any  part  of  it. 

Cross-int.  9.  Had  you  any  knowledge  of  the  act  of  the  United  States  Congress  passed 
July  17,  1862  f  were  they  ever  published  in  these  parts  f  (The  act  referred  to  is  enti- 
tled '^An  act  to  suppress  insurrections^  to  punish  treason  and  rebellion,  to  seize  and 
confiscate  the  property  of  rebels,  and  for  other  purposes.''  Approved  July  17, 1862.)— 
A.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  act  above  mentioned  until  May,  1865,  when  I  chanced 
to  meet  with  a  copy  of  the  Statu tes4it  Large  of  the  United  States.  I  never  saw  any 
publications  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  the  newspapers  of  the  Sooth  since 
the  rebellion ;  I  do  not  believe  the  said  acts  were  ever  published  in  these  parts. 

Cross-int.  10.  What,  if  aij^y,  voluntary  service  or  contribution  have  you  rendered 
the  Confederate  States  since  July  17,  1862,  except  the  sale  of  vour  cotton  f — A.  Ipeve^ 
have  done  anything  since  that  time  but  try  to  &eep  out  of  the  service  and  avoid  U^^ 
conscript  officers. 

Cross-int.  11.  Have  you  ever  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  or  oath  of  amnestvt— -^^ 
I  have  never  taken  either  of  the  oaths  spoken  of.    There  has  been  no  officers  ^<^,'^^- 
administer  the  oath.   •!  have  not  been  anywhere  whei-e  there  was  an  officer  to  admi 
ister  the  oath.    I  had  determined  to  take  the  amnesty  oath  as  soon  as  it  was  publiahc 
and  intend  to  do  so  as  soon  as  there  is  an  officer  qualified  to  administer  the  oath. 

Cross-interrogatories  propounded  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Cross-int.  1  (by  the  United  States).  What  was  the  date  of  the  sale  of  said  cott^  ^ 
from  you  to  C.  G.  Young,  agent  of  the  Confederate  States  f — A.  It  was  made  in  ^iC^ 
early  part  of  January,  li^.  _ 

Cross-int.  2  (by  the  United  States).  At  the  time  of  the  sale,  was  you  the  entire  own^^ 
of  the  cotton  f — A.  I  was  the  sole  owner  of  the  cotton  at  the  dat«  of  the  sale  to  C.  ^^ 
Young,  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  on  the  26th  day  of  December,  1862.  I  ma^^ 
a  purchase  of  the  plantation,  including  all  the  cotton  and  all  other  property  on  tb:^ 
same,  from  the  heirs  of  E.  P.  Tatum,  my  former  partner  in  the  plantation. 

Cross-int.  3  (by  the  United  States).  Was  you  paid  for  the  cotton  by  the  Confederar  - 
States?  If  yea,  howT — A.  I  was  paid  by  C.  G.  Young  in  certificates,  which  I  8ubs>^tf 
quently  converted  Into  interest-bearing  treasury  notes. 

Interrogatories-in-chief  by  Le  More  &,  Co.: 

Int.  1.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  other  claimant  for  this  cotton  before  the  surrendv-J 
of  the  trans-Mississippi  department,  and  after  the  gunboats  took  the  cotton,  other  th^-^ 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.?— A.  I  never  did. 

Int.  2.  Were  you  ever  notified  of  any  sale  of  the  said  cotton  to  Withenbnry^ 
Doyle  ? — A.  I  never  was  notified  of  any  such  sale.     I  never  heard  of  any  other  clair ^ 
ants  than  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  said  cotton,  until  a  few  days  ago,  when  Mr.  Ji^c^ 
Ray  informed  me  of  the  various  claimants. 

Int.  3.  How  was  the  Confederate  Statues  in  the  habit  of  paying  her  employ^  in  ^^ 
traub-Mississippi  department  ? — A.  With  certified  accounts. 

Int.  4.  Was  it  in  the  habit  of  paying  with  cotton  ? — A.  I  never  heard  of  her  pay'  ^ 
in  cotton,  though  it  might  have  been  done. 

Cross-examination  by  Withbnburt  &  Dotle  resumed : 

Cross-int.  1.  When  you  sold  the  cotton  to  Agent  C.  G.  Young,  did  he  or  you  w( 
it  and  mark  it  C.  S.  A.  ?  Did  you  weigh  each  bale  separately,  or  did  you  average 
weights  ? — A.  When  I  sold  the  cotton.  Young  and  his  subageut  weighed  all  the  - 
ton,  bale  by  bale,  and  his  snbagent  and  my  overseer  marked  a  large  portion  of 
cotton  C.  S.  A.  They  did  not  marke  it  all,  but  marked  the  greatr  portion  of  it  C.  8 
and  my  hands  stored  it  in  the  sheds  by  Young's  order,  after  which  time  it  was  at 
risk  of  the  Confederate  States  Government,  but  in  my  custody  to  take  care  of. 

Cross-int.  2.  When  Buckner  delivered  the  cotton  to  Querouze,  or  when  he  sail 
delivered  it,  did  either  of  them  weigh  it,  or  was  it  ever  weighed  by  any  one  else 
it  was  weighed  by  Young  and  his  snbagent? — A.  It  was  never  weighed  after  it 
first  weighed,  to  my  knowledge.    When  Buckner  met  me  near  my  place  with  (3  oei^ 
onze,  at  the  time  Buckner  and  Querouze  had  been  to  the  cotton  to  deliver   £.^  to 
Qneronze,  both  Buckner  and  Querouze  asked  me  how  much  ought  to  be  dedix;^ 
from  the  weights  of  Young  for  loss.    I  told  them  that  I  thought  that  fifteen  poaiu2f 
would  be  a  fair  deduction  per  bale.    They  agreed  that  fifteen  pounds  p«r  bale  sboo/if 
he  deducted  from  the  original  weights.    Buckner  told  me  he  was  to  let  Queroase 
have  %\ie  cotton  at  a  deduction,  ot  lb  po\uid&  \a  \iXi«\^«\<^.  - 
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CztMa-int,  3.  Did  you  see  Backner  deliver  the  cotton  to  Qnerouzef — ^A.  I  did  not  see 
Backner  deliver  the  cotton  to  Queronze. 

Cro89-int.  4.  Examine  the  docnmenta  presented  and  say  whether  or  not  you  wrote 
tf— A.  Yes;  I  wrote  the  document.  In  explanation,  I  now  state  that  that  part  of  the 
etter  iu  which  I  state  it  was  understocKl  that  this  cotton,  with  other  lots,  has  been 
nrned  over  by  the  authorities  of  the  Confederate  States  to  Mr.  Le  More,  to  pay  him 
!>r  cloth,  dec,  fnrnished  the  Confederate  States,  I  meant  to  say  that  it  was  rumor 
n]y.  I  did  not  hear  Le  More  say  so — I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  fact.  The  doca- 
lent  is  sent  up  with  this  answer,  is  herewith  filed,  and  marked  exhibit  A. 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BO  WEN,  Clerk. 

Exhihil  Ay  referred  to  in  depoHHons  of  J.  T.  Simmons, 

Monroe,  La.,  July  Ay  1865. 

.  W.  McKkb,  Esq. :  / 

Dkar  Sir:  I  know  no  snch  man  as  Garcia.  I>  never  made  any  sale  of  the  cotton 
iferred  to  in  your  memorandum,  exc«*pt  to  Dr.  C.  G.  Young,  acting  as  agent  for  the 
onfederate  States.  (It  was  understood  that  this  cotton,  with  other  lots,  had  been 
tnied  over  by  the  authorities  of  the  Confederate  States  to  a  Mr.  Le  More,  to  pay 
im  for  cloth  he  furnished  the  Confederate  States.)  ^ 

I  have  been  called  upon  to  sign  a  good  many  papers  by  Le  More,  and  those  claim- 
ag  to  act  for  him,  to  facilitate  him  (as  it  was  alleged)  in  establishing  his  Just  claim 
>  the  cotton.    These  were  read  to  me,  and  were  signed  without  further  examination. 

I  can  assert  poeitively,  however,  that  I  never  intended,  nor  did  I  suppose  I  was 
ttUed  on  to  make,  any  new  sale  of  the  cotton,  different  from  that  to  Dr.  Young,  as 
1)0Te  stated. 

No  price  was  ever  offered  to  me,  nor  did  I  ever  receive  any  compensation  for  any 
neh  pretended  sale. 

If  I  signed  any  paper  purporting  to  be  a  sale  to  Garcia,  or  any  other  person,  I  was 
aisled  and  deceivcKl  m  so  doing.    I  do  not  remember  to  have  ever  signed  any  paper 
s  vhich  the  name  of  Garcia  was  mentioned. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  T.  SIMMONS. 

5tatk  of  Louisiana, 
Parish  of  Ouachita: 

J  certify  thatjthe  above  and  foregoing  is  wholly  written  by  John  T.  Simmons.    I 
^in  'well  acquainted  with  his  handwriting,  and  the  signature  to  the  above  is  genuine. 
In  testimony  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  on  this  3d  day  of  August,  1865. 

CHAS.  DELERY, 
Justice  of  the  Peace, 
^led  September  18, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

^position  of  Jules  Le  More,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Wesley 
««.  Q.  Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  5th  day  of 
August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Xnt.  1.  What  is  yonr  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation? — A.  My  name  is  Jules 
^  More ;  thirty-six  years  old ;  French  citizen,  temporarily  in  Monroe ;  by  occupation 
oommission  merchant. 

Int.  2.  Where  were  yon  on  the  25th  day  of  April,  1863?  At  that  time  were  you  a 
^rried  man?  Where  did  yon  reside  at  that  time  or  since  ?  Had  you  any  domicile  at 
lat  time  or  since?  Where  were  you  bom,  and  of  what  country  are  you  a  citizen? — ^A. 
\ras  in  Matamoras,  Mexico,  on  the  25th  of  July,  1863.  I  was  a  bachelor  at  that  time ; 
bad  no  fixed  residence  at  that  time,  nor  since ;  I  was  born  in  Havre,  France,  and  I 
^  a  French  citizen.  I  hereto  annex  my  certificate  of  nationality,  signed  by  the 
jrench  consul,  and  approved  by  the  American  authority,  September  26,  1862.  £x- 
ibit  marked  No.  1,  and  attached. 

Int.  3.  DJd  you  or  did  you  not  act  as  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  whilst  in 
Catamoras  ?  If  yea,  please  state  when  and  where  you  received  your  appointment,  and 
ttach  your  letter  of  procuration  to  yonr  answers,  if  you  have  it  ? — A.  i  did.  I  annex 
le  original  letter  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  of  Havre,  France.  I  received  the  annexed 
itter  from  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  in  the  first  days  of  September,  1863.  I  received  it  at 
Utamoras,  Mexico.    The  letter  is  hereto  annexed,  and  is  marked  Exhibit  No.  2. 

Int.  4.  Do  you  know  the  signature  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  f  Did  you  ever  see  them 
ign?  Is  the  signature  to  Exhibit  No.  2  their  genuine  ox  notl — k.  lV.\io^  XXsa  tsw^^^ 
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tare  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  I  have  seen  the  senior  partner  sign  the  firm  name  yeij 
often.  The  siffnatnre  to  the  letter  marked  Exhibit  No.  2  is  the  genuine  signatore  of 
the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.    The  whole  letter  is  in  the  handwriting  of  the  BODior 

Eartner  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  as  also  the  firm  name  is  also  made  in  hia . 
andwriting.    Have  often  seen  him  write  and  sigu. 

Int.  5.  After  yonr  arrival  at  Matamoras,  did  you  pass  any  blockade  in  any  ^rtof 
the  United  States,  or  go  to  or  from  any  port  or  place  within  the  United  States  without 
the  lawful  permission  of  the  proper  Federal  authorities,  or  pass  through  their  lineif 
Annex  your  passports  if  you  have  any. — A.  No,  I  did  not.  I  did  not  go  to  or  from  uij 
port  or  place  witnin  the  United  States,  without  the  lawful  permission  of  the  proper 
Federal  authorities.  I  hereto  annex  a  pass  to  go  from  New  Orleans  to  Matamons, 
dated  April  13,  1863,  marked  No.  3 ;  one  dated  April  -29,  1864,  to  pass  from  VidaliA  to 
Natchez,  Miss.,  marked  No.  4 ;  one  to  pass  fW>m  Natchez  to  New  Orleans,  dated  April 
30,  1864,  marked  No  5 ;  one  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York,  dated  August  10, 1864, 
marked  No.  6 ;  and  one  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York,  December  2,  1864,  marked 
No.  7. 

Int.  6.  Did  you  ever  aid  or  assist  in  carrying  on  any  correspondence  between  the 
United  States  and  the  so-called  Confederate  States,  or  between  any  agent,  offleer,  or 
employ^  thereof,  with  any  one? — A.  I  never  did  anything  of  the  kind. 

Int.  7.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  W.  A.  Broadwell  f  Have  you  often  seen  him  write 
and  sign  bis  name  f  Are  you  acquainted  with  his  handwriting  f  Is  his  signature  to 
the  document  marked  (^genuine  or  not  f — A.  I  am  acquainted  with  W.  A.  BroadwelL 
I  have  often  seen  him  write  and  sign  his  name.  I  am  acqaioted  with  his  handwrit- 
ing. The  signature  to  the  document  presented  to  me,  marked  O,  is  his  genuine  si^a- 
tnre.    (Document  marked  O  attached.) 

Int.  8.  Have  you  in  your  possession  any  certificates,  letters,  or  prbof,  to  prove  your 
character  or  standing  in  the  community  where  yon  have  done  business? — A  Tes.  I 
annex  a  letter  of  the  French  consul,  dated  New  Orleans,  July  20,  1865,  marked  No. & 
and  two  certificates  signed  by  C.  Roselius  and  other  citizens  of  New  Orleans,  attested 
by  Cuthbert  Bullitt,  U.  S.  marshal,  dated  July  28,  1665,  marked  Nos.  9  aqd  10. 

Filed  September  18,  1866. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Ckrk, 

Exhibit  No,  1,  referred  to  in  deposition  of  Jules  Le  More, 

CONSULAT  DE  FKANCE,  A  LA  NOUVELLE-OSLtANS  : 

Nous,  Charles  Fanconnet,  acting  consul  de  France  It  la  Nouvelle-OrMans,  nous 
certifions  que  Monsieur  Le  More  (Jules  Theodore  Arthur),  r^sidant  en  cette  ville,  ne 
des  Ramparts,  en  face  de  la  Place  d'Armes,  oh  il  exerce  la  profession  de  n^gooiani,  e*t 
n^  an  Havre  (d^partement  de  la  Seine- Infi^rieure,  France),  le  17  octobre  lSi9. 

Attestons,  en  outre,  que,  sur  son  affirmative  de  n'avoir  Jamais  perdu  sa  nationality 
fran9aise  par  naturalisation  ou  antres  actes  de  citioyennet^  am^ricaine,  le  dit  sieor 
Jules  Th6odore  Arthur  Le  More  a  ^t^  iuscrit  comme  Frangais  sur  le  r^gistre  matrieale 
tenu  en  la  Chancellerie  de  ce  consulat. 

En  foi  de  quoi  nous  lui  avons  d^livr^  le  present  certificat  pour  aervir  et  valoiroe 
que  de  droit. 

A  la  Nonvelle- Orleans,  le  22  septembre  1862. 

Pr.  le  consul : 

Le  G6rant  du  Consulat — 

tscEAN.]  FANCONNET. 

Filed  September  16,  1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Ckrk. 

[TTan8lation.J 

Consulate  ok  France,  New  Orleans: 

We,  Charles  Fanconnet,  acting  consul  of  France  at  New  Orleans,  do  certify  tbatM^* 
Le  More  (Jules  Theodore  Arthur),  residing  in  this  city,  Rampart  street,  opposite  the 
Place  d'Armes,  where  he  follows  the  profession  of  a  merchant,  was  born  at  Barr®) 
department  of  Seine  Inferieure,  France,  on  the  17th  of  October,  1829. 

We  moreover  certify  that  the  said  Jules  Theodore  Arthur  Le  More,  never  harip^ 
lost  his  French  citizenship  by  naturalization  or  other  acte  of  American  citizeoebipf 
has  been  registered  as  a  French  subject  upon  the  registry  books  kept  in  the  chancel' 
lerie  of  this  consulate. 

In  faith  of  which  we  have  ^ven  the  present  certificate,  to  be  used  and  vouched  ^' 

New  Orleans,  September  22,  1862. 

The  Acting  Consul, 

[seal.]  FANCONNET. 
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Exhibit  No,  2,  referred  to  in  di^^oMion  of  Jules  Le  More, 

Havre,  24jumet  1863. 
osieor  Jules  Lb  Mork, 

Matawiorae : 

foMsixuB :  Noos  Tenons  par  ces  pr^sente^  vous  autoriser  k  faire  poor  not're  compte 
•chats  de  colon  k  Matamorasi  dans  le  Texas  et  dans  la  Haate  Louisiane,  n'exc^dant 
(2,500  bis.)  denx  mi  He  cinc^  cents  balles  pourfttre  renduesen  Europe  &  deux  francs 
lasnte  centimes  le  demi  kilogramme,  votre  commission  de  cinq  pour  cent  com- 
6,  pour  sorte  middling  Liverpool. 

ms  ce  pli  nous  vous  remettons  nne  lettre  vous  accr^ditant  aupr^  de  Monsieur  A. 
ion  pour  faire  face  aux  dits  achats.  Nons  tenons  beaucoup  k  ce  que  les  tirages  sur 
}  ne  se  fassent  qu'au  moment  de  Texp^ition  des  cotons,  et  comme  il  est  It  notre 
laissauce  qu'auMexique  on  peut  se  procurer  de  Targent  k  int^rdt  moyennant  une 
mission,  vons  devez  prendre  tons  les  arrangements  n^cessaires  pour  profiter  de 
B  facilitiS,  une  commission  m^me  un  pen  forte,  pay^e  par  cette  operation,  nous  pa- 
pr6f6rable  aux  inconv^nients,  d'un  long  d^couvert  en  Europe, 
sua  ne  nous  ^tendons  pas  davantage  k  cet  ^gard,  ayant  pleine  confiance  dans 
bilit^  de  tos  agissements  que  nous  sanctionnons  k  Tavance. 
DOS  vous  pr^sentons,  Monsieur,  nos  salutations  empress^es, 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 
iled  Septembv  11, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 
(Tranilation.l 

Havre,  July  24, 1863. 
JULB8  Le  Mork,  Matamoras : 

[R:  We  come  by  these  present«  to  authorize  you  to  make  for  our  account  purchases 

otton  at  Matamoras,  in  Texas,  and  in  upper  Louintana,  not  exceeding  (2,500  bales) 

>  thousand  five  hundred  bales,  to  be  delivered  in  Europe,  at  two  francs  and  fifty 

times  the  half  kilogramme,  your  commission  of  five  per  cent.  Included,  for  Liver- 

1  middling  class. 

fuder  this  cover  we  send  you  a  letter  accrediting  you  with  Mr.  A.  Tertron,  to  meet 

1  purchases. 

^e  are  very  anxious  that  these  drafts  on  us  should  not  be  made  until  the  moment 

the  despatch  of  the  cottons,  and  as  it  is  within  your  knowledge  that  in  Mexico 

ney  can  be  procured  upon  interest,  by  means  of  a  commission,  ^ou  ought  to  make 

the  necessary  arrangement  to  avail  of  this  facility.    A  commission,  even  a  little 

^,  paid  in  this  operation,  appears  to  us  preferable  to  the  inconveniences  of  lying 

I  oat  of  the  funds  in  Europe. 

ne  do  not  say  more  upon  this  point,  having  full  confidence  in  the  skill  of  your  pro- 

idiDgs,  which  we  sanction  in  advance. 

^e  present  yon,  sir,  our  earnest  salutations. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CO. 

Exhibit  No,  3,  r^erred  to  in  depoHtion  of  Jules  Le  More, 

[Paae.   No.—.] 

* 

Officb  Provost  Marshal  General  of  Louisiana, 

New  Orleans^  Jpril  13,  1863. 

^MB  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  of  Havre,  from  New  Orleans  to  Matamoras,  per  steamer 

ilville. 

Hiispass  is  given  upon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  he  will  in  no  way 

'dinrormation,  countenance,  aid,  or  support  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Govem- 

^t  or  States. 

JAMES  BOWEN, 
Brigadier- General,  Provost  Marshal  General  of  Louisiana, 

^M  September  18,  1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Exhibit  No,  4,  ^*tf  erred  to  in  deposition  of  Jules  Le  More. 

ViDAUA,  La.,  April  29,  1864. 

boards  and  pickets :  Pass  one  man,  one  valise,  out  of  the  lines  on  to  Natches. 
•^  for  one  day. 

LOUIS  F.  BIERWIRTH, 
.  Li»^fenant  and  Provost  Marshal. 

Jiued  by  J.  P.  E.  Condrain. 
>^Ue1  September  18, 1865. 

GEORGE  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 
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Exkihit  No,  b,  referred  to  in  depoeition  of  Jules  Le  More, 

[Pasa.    No.—.] 

Office  of  Provost-Maksi 
Natchez,  Miss.y  April 

Pass  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  of  New  Orleans,  from  Natchez  to  New  Orleans. 
This  pass  is  given  npon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  he  will  in  n 
information,  coantenance,  aid  or  support  to  the  so-called  Confederate  Grov 
States. 

J.  H.  PARKER, 
LieutetMnt  and  ProvoeU 
By  Monahan. 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWE 

Exhibit  No»  6,  r^erred  to  in  depoHHon  of  Jules  Le  More, 

(Past.    No.—.] 

Provost-Marshal's  Ofi 
New  Or  leans  f  August 

Pass  Mr.  J  ales  Le  More,  of  N.  O.,  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York,  steii 
Sowder. 

This  pass  is  given  apon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  he  will 
give  information,  countenance,  aid,  or  support  to  the  so-called  Confedera 
ment  or  States. 

ROBERT  F.  DUNH 
Capt,,  A,  1),  C,  and  Provost- 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWE 

Exhibit  No,  7,  referred  to  in  dq^oaiiion  of  Jules  Le  More. 

fPass.    No.-.] 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

Office  Provost-Marshal-Gsne 

New  OrleanSf  Deoembei 

Pass  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  wife,  and  servant,  of  France,  from  New  Orleans  to ! 
per  steauier  Guiding  Star. 

This  pass  is  given  upon  the  parole  of  honor  of  the  holder  that  he  will 
give  information,  countenance,  aid,  or  support  to  tha  so-called  Confedera 
ment  or  States. 
By  order  of  CqI.  Haral  Robinson,  provost-marshal-geueral. 

HENRY  C.  WELLCO 
Lieutenant  and  A. 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWE 

Exhibit  No,  8,  referred  to  in  deposition  of  Jules  Le  More, 

Consulate  de  France,  a  la  Nouvblle-Orl^ 

Nlle-OrlSans,  20jmU 

MoN  CHER  Monsieur:  Suivant  le  d^sir  que  vous  m'en  avoz  exprim^, 
presse  de  venir  declarer : 

Que  Vai  eu  Phouneur  de  vous  connaltre  comme  un  des  membres  de  la  ma 
^aise,  £.  Gantherin  &  Cie.,  de  cette  ville,  que  cette  maison  dont  les  centre 
^taient  Mons.  £.  Gantherin  et  Mons.  Alfred  More,  votre  fr^re,  et  qui  s'est  < 
ci'ois,  eu  Janvier  1863,  a  toigours  passd  pour  uue  des  phis  importantes  et  d 
spectables  sur  la  place  de  la  N'lle-0rl6ans,  que  personnellement  vous  avc 
Joui  ici  de  la  consideration  g^n^rale  comme  homme  et  comme  n^gooiant.  Qi 
franpais  *  *  *  qa'il  j  a  'deux  ann^es  environ  vous  avez  quitte  cett^ 
vous  rendre  an  Mexique,  et  gne  revenu  seulement  vers  le  mois  d'avHl  del 
vous  6te8  marie  avec  une  jeune  personne  appartenant  &  une  des  plus  anoie 
plus  honorables         du  pays. 

YoiJa^  mon  cher  Monsieur,  ce  que  Je  sais  de  la  maison  £.  Gantherin  &, 


FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  399 

TOQs-mdme.  Si  ces  informations,  oonnnes,  d'aillenrs,  de  tons,  penvent  vous  hire  de 
qualqaes  aTantagen,  j^e  m'estimerai  beareux  de  Poccasion  qui  m'a  permis  de  les  ^crire 
et  de  les  signer  et  d\y  joindre  Pexpression  de  mes  Bentimeuts  les  plus  distingn^s. 

LeO^raot  du  Consnlat — 

FANCONNET, 

Monsieur  Jules  Le  Mork. 

Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

[TrftDtlation.] 

Consulate  of  France,  in  New  Orleans, 

New  Orleans,  July  20,  I8e&. 

My  Dear  Sir  :  In  accordance  witb  tbe  desire  yon  bave  expressed  to  me,  I  basten 
to  say: 

That  I  bave  bad  tbe  bonor  to  know  yon  as  a  partner  in  tbe  Frencb  firm  E.  Gan- 
therin  &,  Co.,  in  tbis  city.  Tbat  tbis  firm,  of  wboro  tbe  otber  partners  were  Mr.  E. 
QantheriD  and  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More,  and  wbicb  dissolved  partnersbip,  I  tbink,  in  Jan- 
oarr,  1863,  bas  always  passed  for  one  of  tbe  most  important  and  most  respectable  of  tbe 
city  of  New  Orleans.  Tbat  personally  you  bave  always  enjoyed  f^eneral  consideration 
here,  botb  a8  a  man  and  a  mercbant.  Tbat  being  by  birtb  a  Frencb  subject  *  *  • 
That  about  two  years  ago  yon  left  tbis  city  for  Mexico,  and  that,  coming  back  bere 
onlyaboat  last  April,  you  married  a  young  lady  from  one  of  tbe  most  ancient  and 
hooorable  families  in  this  country. 

This  is,  my  dear  sir,  wbat  I  know  concerning  tbe  firm  of  E.  Gantberin  &  Co.  and 
yoaiself.  , 

If  these  statements,  known  to  everybody,  can  be  of  any  service  to  you,  I  sball 
wteem  myself  bappy  tbat  tbe  opportunity  bas  been  afforded  to  me  of  writing  and 
liffoiDg;  tbem,  and  of  adding  tbe  expression  of  my  distinguisbed  regard. 

The  acting  consul — 

FANCONNET. 

Mr.  Jules  Lb  More. 

Exhibit  No,  9,  referred  U  in  deposition  of  Julet  Le  More, 

State  of  Louisiana, 
Oi<jf  of  New  Orleans : 

We,  tbe  undersigned  residents  of  tbe  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  do 
hereby  certify  tbat  we  have  known  for  many  years  past  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  in  tbe 
city  of  New  Orleans.  That  tbat  gentlemen  was  one  of  tbe  three  partners  of  tbe  firm 
of  E«  Gantberin  &.  Co.,  a  Frencb  commercial  bouse  of  tbe  highest  respectabilitv,  doing 
OQsiDess  in  this  city,  but  which  bas  been  dissolved  since  tbe  Ist  January,  1863. 

That  said  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  is  a  French  subject,  has  never  been  naturalized,  and 
i^  always  bad,  in  this  community,  the  reputation  of  a  gentleman  of  honor,  integrity, 
And  hoDesty,  botb  in  his  private  and  commercial  transactions.  That  about  two  years 
^oheleft  this  oit^  for  Mexico,  on  board  of  the  steamer  Melville,  being  then  a  bach- 
elor, iiQce  which  time  he  bas  not  resided  in  tbis  city. 

About  six  months  ago  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  returned  here  and  was  married  to  a  yonng- 
>*Ay  belonging  to  one  of  the  oldest  and  most  respectable  families  in  tbis  city. 

Placide  Forstall,  President  Star  Mutual  Insuranoe  Company. 

G.  Cruzat,  Cashier  Mechanics^  and  Traders^  Bank, 

C.  Rosblius,  J.  M.  Lafeyrb.  Ar.  Miltenbergbr. 

Ch.  Sagurbs,  President  Merchants^  Mutual  Insuranoe  Company* 

J.  TtJTBS,  President  New  Orleans  Mutual  Insuranoe  Company, 

H.  Casturell,  Secretary  CitiMens*  Mutual  Insurance  Company, 

George  A.  French,  Cashier, 

O.  Gallard,  President  Citizens'  Mutual  Insuranoe  Company, 

Jno.  G.  Gains,  President  CitisoM^  Bank, 

Edw'.  J.  Forstall. 

U.  S.  Marshal's  Office,  Eastern  District  of  Louisiana, 

New  Orlcansj  July  28,  1865. 

.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  I  hereby  certify  tbat  all  tbe  persons  who  have> 
*^SQfd  the  within  certificate  are  well  and  personally  known  to  me ;  that  they  are  re^ 
Stable  citizens,  entitled  as  such  to  respect  and  confidence. 

CUTHBERT  BULLITT. 
^H  September  18, 1865. 

GEO,  P.  BOWEK,  Clerk. 
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Exhibit  Na,  10,  referred  to  in  dq^oeiUan  of  Jnlee  Le  More. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Citjf  of  New  Orleans : 

We,  the  undersigned,  do  hereby  declare  and  certify  that  we  know  by  repntati^'^ 
Messrs.  Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More,  French  subjects,  doing  business  in  this  city  op  ^^^ 
-about  three  years  ago ;  that  from  what  we  have  beard  from  persons  knowing  ui9^ 
and  dealing  with  them,  these  two  ^gentlemen's  general  reputation  as  to  honesty,  i 
tegrity,  and  uprightness  stood  high  in  this  commnnity ;  that  both  of  these  gentleiu« 
were  the  only  two  parties  with  Mr.  £.  Gantherin,  composing  the  commercial  house 
E.  Gantherin  &.  Co.,  a  house  which,  for  respectability  and  honesty,  also  ranked  hi( 
in  this  community. 

CONVRRSE  &  KeNNET.  AR.  MiLTENBBRQBE. 

J.  H.  Kennedy  dt  Co.  M.  J.  Newman. 

C.  RosELius.  John  S.  Wallis  &  Co. 

J.  M.  Lapbyre.  B.  p.  Ethell. 

E.  8.  Keep.  Jno.  J.  Camfien. 

U.  S.  Marshal's  Office,  Eastern  District  of  Loitisiana. 

New  Orleans,  July  28, 1864. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  I  hereby  certify  that  all  the  persons  who  ha^* 
signed  the  within  certificate  are  well  and  personally  known  to  me;  that  they  are  r-^^ 
«pectable  citizens,  entitled  as  such  to  respect  and  confidence. 

CUTHBERT  BULLITT. 
Filed  September  18, 1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

ExhiHi  O,  referred  to  in  deposition  of  Jules  Le  More, 
fHeadqaarters  tranf-MissiMippi  Bepartmeni,  office  of  the  Cotton  Bureaa.] 

Shreveport,  December  29, 1864_ 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  830  bales  of  cotton  marked  **  Simmons,"  or  "Tatum 
Simmons,"  said  to  have  been  seized  by  Lieut.  Commander  J.  P.  Foster,  uu  the  Ouacb^S 
River,  from  the  Sininions  plantation,  on  the  8th  of  April,  1864f  were,  at  the  time 
seizure,  the  bona  fide  property  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havru,  France,  ^K 
same,  I  am  credibly  informed,  having  been  pnrchased  by  Jules  Le  More  from  ]>^3 
<2ueyronse,  agent  of  P.  Garcia. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL,  Lt.  Co^W  ^ 
Witness : 

A.  E.  Lassalle. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Pariffh  of  Caddo : 

Before  me  came  W.  A.  Broad  well,  and  acknowledged  he  signed  the  within  certi^ 
cate  for  the  purpose  therein  contained. 

In  faith  wnereof  I  grant  this  under  my  hand  and  seal  of  office,  at  Shreveport,  La., 
this  fif  h  January,  1865. 

[L.  6.]  J.  H.  PITTS, 

Recorder  and  ex-offido  Notary  PuhliD, 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Deposition  of  Fred  Engster,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Wealej 
J.  Q.  Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  Louisiana,  on  theSthdsy 
of  August,  A.  D.  18G5. 

Int.  1.  Where  do  you  reside  T — A.  I  reside  in  New  Orleans,  La. 

Int.  2.  Where  were  you  born  T — A.  I  was  bom  in  Switzerland. 

Int.  3.  What  position,  if  any,  do  you  hold  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.  f—A.  1 
■am  acting  consul  for  Switzerland.    I  am  a  merchant  by  occupation. 

Int.  4.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Jnles  Le  More  ? — A.  Yes,  I  am  acquainted  witu 
Mr.  Jules  Le  More ;  I  have  known  him  Intimately  for  more  than  a  year,  and  a  duiD' 
ber  of  years  by  reputation. 

Int.  5.  What  is  nis  domicile  since  you  have  known  him  f — A.  He  has  had  no  fix^d 
domicile  since  I  have  known  him  personally. 

Int.  6.  What  ie  the  character  which  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  has  borne  heretofore  f-^^'J 
have  known  Mr.  Jules  Le  Mere's  character  to  be  that  of  a  gentleman  of  undoubted 
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integrity,  both  in  Ins  private  and  bnsiness  capacity.    I  have  always  heard  him  spoken 
•f  liy  tliiise  who  knew  him,  to  be  a  man  of  strict  integrity  and  honor. 
Med  September  18,  lti65. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Deposition  of  J.  T.  Simmons,  taken  before  Wesley  J.  Q.  Baker,  special  commissioner, 
at  his  office  in  Monroe,  Louisiana,  on  the  lUth  day  of  August,  A.  D.  Iti65. 

J.  T.  Simmons  was  again  called  by  Withenbnry  A,  Doyle. 

Int.  1.  When  was  the  mark  C.  S.  A.  pnt  on  the  cotton  that  yon  sold  C.  G.  Young, 
ft^entof  the  Confederate  States f— A.  The  mark  C.  S.  A.  was  put  on  the  cotton  witLin 
1^  lew  days  aftur  the  Main  to  C.  G.  Yonng,  a^^cut  of  the  ConftMleraie  States. 

Int.  2.  Was  any  of  said  cotton  ever  afterwards  marked  C.  S.  A.  for  any  purpose? — 
IL.  Not  that  I         aware  of. 

Int.  3.  Do  yon  know  from  yonr  conversation  with  Le  More,  or  any  other  person  who 
pTofpaseil  to  know,  what  was  the  consideration  Le  More  paid  ior  thin  cotton? — A.  I 
do  not  know  from  any  convtrsntion  1  had  with  Le  More,  or  any  one  else  who  professed 
%0O  know,  was  the  consideration.  Le  More  paid  for  this  cotton. 

Filed  September  I»,  ld6a. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Deposition  of  Leon  Qneyronse,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  taken  before  Wesley 
J.Q.Baker,  spfcial  coniniissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  2M  day  of 
Aogust,  A.  D.  IM^ 

Int.  1.  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Jules  Le  More  or  not  ?  How  long  have  yon  known 
l>imf— A.  Yes;  I  am  acquainted  with  Jules  LeMore;  I  have  known  him  between 
fiflefn  and  eighteen  years. 

lot.  2.  Did  you  over  stsll  him  any  cotton?  If  aye,  how  many  bales,  and  at  what 
prite  f— A.  Yes ;  I  sold  Mr.  Le  More  H30  bales  of  coUon  ;  I  sold  it  to  him  at  the  price 
oflieO  per  half. 

Int.  3.  Was  he  acting  for  him.self  in  the  purchase  of  this  cotton,  or  as  the  agent  of 
•noth«r?  If  he  was  the  agent  of  any  one,  state  for  whom  he  was  agent. — A.  He  was 
X}it  agent  of  ot  her  parries ;  he  wsis  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  of  Havre,  France, 
lot.  4.  If  yon  say  yon  sold  Le  More  any  cotton,  state  wht-re  th»  cotton  was  when 
^oiifioMit.  Did  yon,  or  did  yon  not,  deliver  the  cotton  to  him?  How  long  did  it 
i^main  iu  his  possession,  and  what  became  of  the  cotton  T — A.  The  cotton  sold  to  Le 
^ure  was  on  tht^  Simmons  idantatiim,  in  the  parish  of  Cahlwell,  Statu  of  Louisiana, 
'irlien  I  sold  it  to  him  ;  I  delivered  it  to  him.  He  had  posseMsion  of  the  cotton  about 
•  m«mtb  after  I  sold  it  to  him,  when  it  was  seized  by  the  United  States  gunboat  fleet, 
^mmauded  by  Lieutenant  X^ommanding  Foster. 

Int.  5.  Did  he  )>ay  ynn  for  tiiin  cotrcm,  and  in  what  currency  ? — A.  Yes,  he  paid  me 
fortbiH  cotton  ;  he  paid  me  in  United  States  Treasury  notes. 

Int.  6.  Who  ileliveDMl  the  cotton  to  you.  and  where  was  it  done? — A.  It  wasdoliv- 
<nNi  to  me  by  Major  Buukner,  about  2Z  miles  below  Monroe,  in  various  parcels  and 
places,  on  the  Simmons  plantation — on  Dr.  Siinmons's  plantation. 

lut. 7.  From  whom  did  yon  acquire  this  cotton,  and  how  did  you  acquire  it? — A. 
lacqnired  this  cottmi  from  the  Confederate  States  authorities;  it  was  delivered  to 
AOiaud  sold  to  me  in  lieu  of  415  bales  of  cotton  th'M.  the  said  Confederate  States  au- 
fbori«H  had  taken  or  impressed  from  me  at  Brownsville,  Tex.     The  said  authorities 

Svenie  two  bales  for  one,  that  is,  they  deliver  to  me  two  bales  in  Louisiana  for  one 
^'eat  fimwnsvillo;  and  this  was  the  rule  upon  which  they  acted  in  all  such  ca^e8. 

Int.  8.  Did,  or  did  not,  Mr.  J.  Le  More  know  from  you  hjul  acquired  the  cotton  ? 
8f»t«  yonr  reason  for  answering  a-*  you  do  this  question. — A.  No,  he  did  not;  I  told 
lijml  had  purchaJUnl  it  from  planters,  because,  from  his  declaration  to  me,  I  knew 
tiiathe  would  not  buy  my  cotton  if  he  had  kn«»wn  that  I  acquired  it  from  the  Con- 
f^ieiiite  States.  Ah  I'  needed  money,  I  was  anxious  to  sell,  and  as  I  believed  there 
^on]()  Ve  no  difSculty  in  rcL'ard  to  the  cotton,  as  my  title  was  complete. 

Iiit^Q.  What  subterfuge,  if  any,  did  you  resort  to,  to  couceal  th«5  fact  that  you  had 
•*n"ired  the  cotton  you  moM  him  from  the  so-call»-d  Confederate  Slates?  Why  did 
y^nt\o  so? — A  I  told  him  that  tl;e  cotton  belonged  to  one  P.  Garcia,  and  that  I  was 
^i»n);ent.  I  have  stated  in  my  previous  an.swer  tlie  reason  I  resorted  to  the  suhter- 
'"K"  of  representing  niVMelf  as  the  a;;ent  of  P.  Garcia,  a  Mexican — in  the  hope  of 
***««! completely  saiiHfyiug  Mr.  Le  Mo:e 

Int.  10.  Of  w  hat  country  are  you  a  native  ?  Where  were  you  residing  at  the  time 
7<Hi(H)lit  the  cotton  t^i  I^e  More? 

I»t.  11.  Have  yon  any  reason  to  know  that  Le  More  believed  yon  wer^  neutral  in 
^^0  civil  war  then  raj;iiig  in  the  United  States? — A.  Yes,  from  my  declarations  to  him, 
tttdfroiu  the  fact  of  my  being  a  Frenchman. 

H.  Ex.  235 2li 
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Int.  12.  Was  or  was  not  the  cotton  moved  after  yoii  Bold  to  Le  More?  If  so,  by 
'wbom,  under  whose  order,  and  for  what  purpose  ?  Who  paid  for  said  hanlingf— A. 
Yes,  it  was  moved  after  I  sold  lo  Le  More.  It  was  mo\'ed  by  J.  Wintzel  aod  J.  Ptr- 
gond,  who  acted  under  the  orders  of  J.  Le  More.  It  was  moved  for  the  parpoae  of 
being  shipped  to  New  Orleans.  It  was  hauled  from  the  back  part  of  the  plantatioii 
to  the  river.     Mr.  J.  Le  More  paid  lor  the  hauling. 

Int.  13.  Did  or  did  not  Dr.  Simmons  consent  to  Le  More  taking  possession  and  con- 
trol of  the  cotton  ? — A.  He  did,  and  assisted  Mr.  Le  More  in  getting  the  ootton  ready 
for  shipment. 

Int.  14.  Who  raised  said  cotton  f — A.  I  understood  from  Dr.  Simmons  and  othen 
that  this  cotton  was  raised  on  the  Simmons  plantation,  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  in 
the  State  of  Louisiana,  on  the  Ouachita  River.  The  cotton  wlis  stored  in  diffennt 
places  on  this  plantation. 

Int.  15.  Whois  JohnA.  Buekner  f  What  position  did  he  hold  in  the  trans-Mimiwippi 
department,  under  the  so  called  Confederate  States  f — A.  He  was  major  on  the  stanof 
Genenil  £.  Kirby  Smith,  and  had  charge  of  the  cotton  claimed  by  the  Confedento 
States  in  the  Ouachita  country.  He  was  acting  in  that  capacity  when  he  delivered 
the  cotton  to  me. 

Int.  16.  Who  is  Wm.  A.  Broadwell  ?  What  position  did  he  hold  in  the  traon-Mii- 
eissippi  department,  under  the  so-called  Confederate  States? — A.  Wm.  A.  BroadweU 
had  the  title  of  lieutenant-colonel,  and  was  the  chief  of  the  cotton  bureau  in  the  turn- 
Mississippi  department,  under  the  so-called  Confederate  State-s. 

Int.  17.  Was  you  acquaint'ed  with  John  Pargoud  or  not?  Is  he  living  or  deidf 
Of  what  country  was  he  a  native  f  Did  he,  or  did  he  not,  participate  in  the  late  in- 
surrection?— A.  I  was  acquainted  with  John  Pargoud;  he  is  dead;  he  wasanatiTe 
of  France;  h«^  did  not  participate  in  the  late  iusurrection. 

Int.  IB.  Did  he,  or  did  he  not,  sell  any  ootton  to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  LeHon 
^  Co.  f  If  yea,  how  many  bales  were  sold  f  What  was  the  price  paid?  Where  wai 
the  cotton  ?  Was  it  ever  delivered  to  J.  Le  More  or  not  t  What  became  of  it  T  Wm 
the  cotton  marked  or  not,  and  by  whom,  and  how  ?— A.  Yes,  John  Pargoud  sold  to  J. 
Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  some  cotton.  He  sold  him  about  twohon- 
dred  and  sixty  or  two  hundred  and  seventy  bales.  The  price  paid  by  J.  Le  Mow, 
agent,  was  |ll60  per  bale.  The  cotton  was  on  the  river  bank  in  front  of  Mr.  Lezare's 
plantation.  It  was  delivered  by  J.  Pargoud,  the  vendor,  to  J.  Le  More.  ItwM 
seized  by  the  fleet  of  gunboats  that  ascended  the  Ouachita  River,  under  command  of 
Lieutenant  Commander  Foster.  The  cotton  was  marked.  It.  was  marked  by  llr.J> 
-  Le  More  himself;  it  was  marked  ^*  L.  M. '' ;  part  of  it  was  marked  with  red  paint 

Int.  19.  How  did  you  derive  your  information  in  regard  to  this  sale  f  In  what  enr- 
rency  was  the  price  paid  T — A.  I  was  present  when  Mr.  John  Pargoud  sold  the  cot- 
ton  to  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  <&  Co.  The  price  was  paid  in  United 
States  Treasury  notes. 

Int.  20.  Are  you  acquainted  with  A.  Laz.are? — A.  Yes,  I  am  acquainted  with  A. 
Lazare. 

Int.  21.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  sale  made  by  him  of  cotton  to  J.  Le  More,  agent 
of  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  T  State  what  you  know  in  regard  to  this  sale. — Yes,  I  know 
of  a  sale  of  cott<)n  by  Mr.  Lazare  to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  Mr. 
Lazare  sold  to  him  tifty-nine  bales  of  cotton,  at  $160  per  bale,  which  was  paid  bj  J* 
Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  to  Mr.  A.  Lazare  in  United  States  Treasury 
notes. 

Int.  22.  Was  or  was  not  this  cotton  delivered  to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  I^ 
More  &  Co.  ?  What  became  of  it  T — A.  Yes,  the  cotton  was  delivered  by  A.  LattW 
to  J.  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and  marked  by  J.  Le  More  "L.  M."  I' 
was  afterwards  seized  by  the  gunboats  under  command  of  Lieutenant  CommaiKitf 
Foster,  in  the  Ouachita  River. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States  : 

Cross-iut.  1.  What  is  your  name,  your  age,  and  where  did  you  live  at  the  commence 
meut  of  the  rebellion  f — A.  My  name  is  Leon  Querouze;  I  am  47  years  old;  I  llvedi* 
New  Orleans  when  the  rebellion  conmieuced. 

Cross  iut.  2.  How  long  had  you  lived  in  New  Orleans  previous  to  the  rebellion,  and 
had  you  ever  been  naturalized  as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States? — A.  I  arrived  in  Ne* 
Orleans  in  1831 ;  I  left  New  Orleans  in  November,  lrj62.     I  have  been  natnraliaed. 

Cross-iot.  3.  Have  you  ever  taken  the  amnesty  oath  of  29th  May,  1865,  or  any  P'*' 
vious  amnesty  oath  T— A.  I  have  taken  the  amnesty  oath,  a  copy  of  which  is  hef«f^ 
annexed.  I  applied  to  the  provost  marshal  at  Brownsville,  Tex.,  and  he  admioi^ 
tered  the  oath,  of  which  the  annexed  is  a  true  copy,  Exhibit  No.  12.  I  h8veaJ>J 
taken  the  oath  before  C.  Delery,  J.  P.  for  Ouachita  parish,  Louisianay  a  copy  of  whic* 
is  also  annexed,  marked  Exhibit  No.  11. 

Cross-] nt.  4.  Was  the  export  duty  charged  by  the  so>caUed  Confederate  Statea  0^ 
paid  by  Le  More  or  nott  Ityea,  \iy  whom  was  said  duty  paid,  and  to  w]t>omt--j^ 
Yea;  the  export  duty  charged  \>y  tV^e  fto-<i«\\'eA.  ^Q\sAfe^'«wAft  states  was  paid  by  M'* 
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Le  More  to  the  chief  of  the  cotton  hureaa  of  the  trans-MlAsisHippi  department,  Lient. 
Col  W.  A.  Broad  well. 

Crofl8-int.  5.  Did  yon  come  here  at  the  reqneat  of  Mr.  Le  More  1.0  give  testimony  in 
this  case  t  If  so,  from  what  point Y — A.  A  few  days  after  my  arrival  in  New  Orleans 
&Ir.  Le  More  requested  me  to  come  to  Monroe  and  give  my  testimony  in  this  case.  He 
told  me  that  no  commission  bad  been  sent  to  New  Orleans  to  take  ray  testimony,  but 
Khat  one  had  been  sent  to  Monroe,  and  requested  me  \jo  come  to  Monroe  and  have  my 
•edtimony  taken  under  the  commission  that  had  been  sent  to  Monroe.  There  had  also 
Men,  as  I  was  informed  by  him,  a  commission  sent  to  take  my  testimony  to  Mata- 
noros,  Mexico,  which  I  did  not  hear  of  previous  to  my 'leaving  Matamoros.  I  came 
lireot  from  Matamoros  to  New  Orleans,  and  arrived  in  New  Orleans  on  or  about  tha 
(tb  of  August,  instant. 

CroBS-int.  6.  Have  you  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  kind,  in  any  of  the  cotton 
rou  sold  to  Le  More,  or  in  any  of  the  cotton  sold  t-o  Le  More  either  by  John  Pargond 
»r  A.  Lazare — that  is,  the  cotton  about  which  you  have  tentified  in  vour  examinations 
n  chief;  or  are  you  to  receive  any  compensation  of  any  kind  for  giving  testimony  in 
ihis  eaitef — A.  1  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  kind,  in  any  of  the  cotton 
old  by  myself  to  Le  More,  nor  that  sold  him  by  John  Pargoud  or  A.  Lazare.  I  am 
lot  to  receive  any  compensation  of  any  kind  for  giving  testimony  in  this  case. 

Cross-int.  7.  Did  Mr.  Le  More  examine  the  cotton  in  the  cotton-honses  before  or  at 
ihe  time  you  delivered  it  to  him — that  is,  the  cotton  on  the  Simuiqus  phintationT — A. 
Either  before  or  at  the  time  the  cotton  on  the  Simmons  plantation  was  delivered  to 
Itr.  Le  More  he  inspected  the  cotton.  He  did  not  examine  it  bale  by  bale,  but  looked 
at  it  as  it  was  in  the  houses. 

Cross-int.  8.  When  and  where  did  I^e  More  pay  the  export  duty  on  the  cotton  T — A, 
The  export  duty  was  paid  by  Le  More  at  Shreveport,  some  time  in  March,  1864. 

Interrogatories  in  chief  by  the  counsel  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &■  Co. : 

Int.  I.  Do  yon  know  whether  Le  More  sent  to  New  Orleans  to  get  a  permit  from 
the  Federal  anthorities  to  ship  the  cotton  f — A.  Yes;  I  know  that  he  sent  to  New  Or- 
leans to  gee  a  permit  to  ship  the  cotton. 

Int.  2.  Did  he  get  the  permit f. — A.  No;  he  did  not  get  the  permit.  He  sent  two 
DieaseDgers  to  New  Orleans  to  get  the  permit.  The  cotton  was  seized  by  the  gunboats 
before  either  of  the  messengers  returned. 

Int.  3.  Was  there  a  permit  (irocnred  for  Le  More  from  the  so-called  Confederate 
States  to  ship  the  cotton?  If  so,  by  whom  was  it  procured,  and  why  was  the  permit 
grant«<lf — A.  There  was  a  permit  procured  from  the  so-cailed  Confederate  States  to 
ahip  the  cotton.  The  permit  was  procured  by  me,  as  I  had  already  a  permit  to  ship 
415  bales  that  had  been  impressed  from  me  at  Brownsville.  Tex.  A  permit  was,  as  a 
matter  of  right,  granted  to  ship  the  830  bales  sold  by  mo  to  Le  More.  I  had  stated 
to  Le  More  that  if  he  purchased  my  cotton,  I  had  it  in  my  power  to  procure  a  permit 
^m  the  anthorities  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  to  ship  the  cott<m  out  of  their 
lines. 

Int.  4.  Ha<l  yon  any  knowledge,  at  the  time  you  acquired  the  cotton  from  the  so- 
cked Confederate  States,  or  at  the  time  you  sold  to  Le  More,  or  at  any  time  prior  to 
the  surrender  of  the  so-called  Confederate  States  armies,  of  the  act  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  approved  July  17,  ltt(W,  entitled  "An  act  to  suppress  insurrection, 
to  panisb  treason  and  rebellion,  to  seize  and  coniiscate  the  property  of  rebels,  and  for 
other  purposes  T" — A.  No ;'  I  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  act  at  the  time  I  acquired 
tbe  cotton,  nor  when  I  sold  it  to  Le  More,  nor  at  any  time  prior  to  the  surrender  of 
the  60-called  Confederate  States,  nor  until  now. 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Exhibit  No,  11,  referred  to  in  depoHtion  of  Leon  Querouee. 

No.  4. — Amnesty  oath. 

1  do  solemnly  swear  or  affirm,  in  the  presence  of  Almighty  God,  that  I  will  hence- 
rortb  faithfully  defend  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the  Union  of  States 
thereunder,  and  that  I  will,  in  like  manner,  abide  by  and  faithfully  support  all  laws 
wd  proclamations  which  have  been  made  during  the  existing  rebellion  with  refer- 
^Qce  to  the  emancipation  of  slaves.     So  help  me  God. 

LEON  QUEROUZE. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  22d  day  of  August,  A.  D.  18G5. 

CHAS.  DELERY, 
Justice  of  the  Peace  in  and  for  the  Parish  of  Ouachita,  La. 
A  true  copy. 

CHAS.  DELERY, 
Justice  of  the  Peace. 
^led  September  18,  1865. 
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Exhibit  JVb.  12,  referred  to  in  ^epoaiti&n  of  Leon  Querouze. 

Officb  Pkovost  Marshai.,  Department  of  thk  GtrLF, 

BrowuftvUlff  Tex.,  July  14,  1865. 

I,  Leon  QneyTonne,  a  citizen  of  the  State  of  Lonisiana,  C.  S.,  do  solemnly  swear,  i 
the  preHence  of  Almighty  Ood,  that  I  will  henceforth  faithfully  support,  prot-rct,  an< 
defend  the  Const itiitiou  of  the  United  States*,  and  the  union  of  the  States  therenn 
4iT;  and  that  I  will,  in  like  manner,  abide  bj'  and  faithfully  support  all  acts  of  Con 
greHs  passed  during  the  existing  rebellion  with  reference  to  slaven,  so  long  and  Sfi  fa 
as  ni»t  repealt'd,  modified  or  held  void  by  Congress  or  by  decision  of  the  Snprem 
Court;  and  that  I  will,  in  like  manner,  abide  by  and  faithfully  support  all  proclama 
titmsof  the  President,  made  during  thn  existing  rebellion,  having  referen(^e  to  slavee 
8o  long  and  so  far  as  not  moditied  or  declared  void  by  decision  of  Supreme  Court.  Si 
help  me  €rod. 

LEON  QUEYEOUSE. 

Sworn  to  and  snhscribed  before  me  this  14th  day  of  July,  18H5.  - 
Tht?  above-named  has  dark  complexion,  brown  hair,  gray  eyes,  aged  47  years,  am 
is  5  feet  5  inches  high. 

W.  T.  DICKER, 
^         Lieutenant  Nineteenth  A.  D.  C,  and  Assistant  Provost  MarshaL 

Filed  September  18,  186^. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerks 

Deposition  of  Alexander  Lazarre,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  I^e  More  &  Co.,  taken  before 
WeHh'y  J.  Q.  Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Moroe,  Louisiaua,  ou  tii» 
23d  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1H55. 

Int.  1.  Are  you  acquaiuted  with  Jules  Le  MoreT — A.  Yes,  I  am  acquainted  with 
Jules  Le  More. 

Int.  2.  Did  he  or  did  he  not,  as  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  Moredt  Co.,  buy  any  cotton  from 
you  T  — If  aye,  how  many  bales?  What  price  did  he  pay  for  it,  and  in  what  car- 
rency  ? — A.  Yes;  he  bought  cotton  from  me  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  as  tht-iragt^ot. 
He  liougbt  59  bales  from  me.  He  paid  me  $160  per  bale.  He  paid  me  in  United 
States  currency. 

Int.  3.  Was  the  cotton  delivered  to  himf  Where  was  it  delivered  to  him  T  H^w 
was  it  marked  before  it  was  delivered  to  him  t  How  w»is  it  marked  afier  it  was  de- 
livered to  Le  Moref  Who  received  said  cor  ton  T — A.  The  cottou  was  «leliverecl  toLe 
More.  It.  was  delivered  to  him  at  lower  side  of  my  plantation,  on  the  Onacbira  River, 
in  the  parish  of  Ouachita,  Louisiana.  The  cotton  was  marked  A.  Lazare,  with  the  ex* 
ception  of  four  or  tive  bales,  which  was  not  marked  at  all  bef«)re  it  was  delivered  to 
him.  After  it  was  d-livered  to  Le  More  it  was  marked  '**L.  M"  ;  it  was  maikedin 
red  "  L.  M."    The  cotton  was  received  by  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  in  perHon. 

Int.  4.  How  was  it  marked  after  the  Federal  took  the  cot  ton  1  What  became  of  the 
cotton  ? — A.  While  the  gunboats  taking  the  cotton  on  the  boats,  I  walked  down 

to  the  cotton ;  I  was  told  by  one  of  the  officers  that  they  had  found  Monie  of  the  cotton 
marked  **  C.  8.  A."  I  told  them  that  could  not  be,  as  I  bad  hauled  the  cotton  there 
only  a  daj*  or  two  before,  and  none  of  it  was  so  marked  when  I  hauled  it.  Iha^ 
marked  nearly  »ll  tbe  cotton  in  mv  own  name,  A.Lazare;  tbat  Le  More  had  markrti 
it  '*L.  M."  In  looking  over  the  cotton,  I  saw  one  bale  marked  **C.  S.  A."  From  IM 
ap]>e]irance  ot  the  ink  and  mark  I  think  tbat  mark  bad  just  been  put  on  the  bale.  The 
Feilerals  were  marking  the  cottons  *'  U.  S.  N."  The  cottou  was  taken  by  tbe gunlwata 
under  command  of  Lieutenant-Commander  Foxter. 

Int.  ;*).  Were  you  iu  favor  of  secession  f  Did  you  participate  in  the  n»hellion  ?  HaTC 
you  taken  tbe  amnesty  oatb  f  Wbat  are  you  by  profession  or  occupation  T  Arey^*** 
of  Frencb  d»  scent  or  nolf — A.  I  was  not  in  favor  of  secession.  I  diti  not  partiiip*^' 
in  tbe  rebellion.  I  bave  taken  the  oath  of  aujne8ty,a8pr»'8eribed  in  tbeproclaiml'^'*" 
of  p.  esideiit  Jobusou  of  the  27th  of  May,  1865.  1  am  of  Frtjuch  descent.  1  amaph»o- 
ter  by  occupation. 

Int. 6.  How  old  are  you,  and  where  do  you  reside? — A.  According  to  the  rpcordsl 
have,  I  am  in  my  sixtieth  year.  1  reside  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Onaehtta  Kjver,op- 
posite  the  town  of  Monroe,  iu  the  parish  of  Ouachita,  iu  tbe  State  of  Louisiana. 

Cross  interrogatories  propounded  by  the  counsel  of  the  United  S^at^'s: 
Cross- int.  1.  Did  you  ever  sell  any  cotton  to  tbe  so-call<  d  Confederate  States, or th» 
State  of  Lonisiiiuat  And  did  the  so-called  Confederate  States,  or  the  State  jjoverO' 
ment,  bave  any  claim  to  any  of  tbe  ctittoiv  you  sohl  to  Le  Moref — A.  There  *«»• 
pioposition  made  by  the  a;;ent  of  the  so-called  Confedeiate  States  to  purehase  cotton 
from  me,  which  proposition  was  accepted  by  me,  on  certain  conditions,  whicli  coo"*" 
tiona  were  never  complied  y^uh.    T^  %'a,\A  was  never  completed|  and  no  cotton  w** 
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er  delivered.  Neither  the  so-called  Confederate  States^  nor  the  the  State  goyem^ 
ent  iiail  or  have  any  claim  or  right  to  the  cotton  I  sold  to  J.  Le  More,  as  the  agent  of 
.A.Le  More  &  Co.  I  consented  to  a  sale  of  some  of  my  cotton  to  the  so-called  Con- 
derate  States,  becanse  of  the  threats  made  by  the  Confederate  States  authorities  to 
irn  the  cotton  if  it  was  not  sold  to  the  Confederate  States,  and  I  hoped  to  save  my 
rttoD  thereby,  and  did  save  it. 

iDterrogatories  in  chief  propounded  by  the  counsel  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.: 

Int.  I.  Had  you  any  knowledge,  at  the  time  you  sold  to  6.  A.  Le  More  dc  Co.,  of  tho 
Bt  of  Congress  of  the  United  States,  approved  July  17, 1862,  entitled  **  An  act  to  snp- 
reKs  insurrection,  to  punish  treason  and  rebellion,  to  seize  and  confiscate  the  pr(»p- 
rty  of  rebels,  and  for  other  purposes"  f — A.  No ;  I  had  no  knowledge  of  such  an  act  at 
bt)  tiiiie  I  sold  to  G.  A.  Le  More  6c  Co.  I  don't  think  it  was  published  in  this  coan- 
ry.  I  never  saw  it  published. 
R<>called  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Int.l.  Have  you  any  interest  in  the  cotton  about  which  you  have  testified,  or  any 
Dteregt  in  the  event  (»f  this  suit  T — A.  1  have  no  interest,  either  direct  or  indirect,  ia 
be  cotton  about  which  I  bave  testified.    I  have  no  interest  in  the  event  of  this  suit. 
Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

deposition  of  Joseph  Pargond,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  taken  before  Wesley 
J.Q.Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  i23d  day  of 
August,  A.  D.  18(>5. 

Int.  1.  Are  you  acquainted 'with  Jules  Le  Moref — A.  Yes,  I  am  acquainted  with 
ules  Le  More. 

Int.  2.  Were  you  acquainted  with  John  Pargond  t  Is  he  dead  or  living?  Whatre- 
ition  was  he  to  youT — A.  I  was  acquainted  with  John  Pargoud;  he  is  now  dead; 
e  was  my  brother. 

lot.  3.  Did  John  Pargond  ever  sell  any  cotton  to  Jules  Le  Mort\  agent  to  G.  A.  Le 
lore  &  Co.  If  aye,  lii»w  many  balesf  At  what  price,  and  in  what  currency  was 
le price  ]mid  f — A.  Yes.  John  Pargond  sold  cotton  to  .Jules  Le  More,  as  the  a^^fut  of 
.A.  Le  More  &  Co.  He  sold  to  him  between  '200  and  300  bales ;  2t>4, 1  think.  I  dtmU 
ow recollect  the  exact  price;  I  think,  as  well  as  1  can  remember,  it  was  $160  per 
lie     The  price  was  paid  in  greenbacks. 

Int.  4.  Was  the  cotton  delivered  to  Le  More  or  nott  When  was  the  cotton  deliv- 
■ed  to  Le  Moh?  T  What  became  of  the  cotton  T — A.  Yes;  the  cotton  was  delivered  to 
pMare.  The  cotton  was  delivered  to  Le  More  on  the  went  bank  of  the  Ouachita 
iver,on  the  land  of  A.  Lazare.  The  cotton  was  taken  by  the  tluet  of  United  States 
anboats,  under  cominaud  of  Lieutenant  Commander  Foster. 

Int.  5.  Wjis  John  Pargond  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  not  f  Did  he  over  par- 
cipate  in  the  late  reht^lliont  Wa,s  he,  or  not,  naturalized  T  Of  what  country  was 
ea  citizen  * — A.  John  Pargond  was  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  He  did  not 
!tTticipat«)  in  the  late  rebellion.  He  was  not  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United 
t»te8.    He  was  a  native  of  Savoy,  and  citizen  of  France. 

Int.  6.  Who  hauled  the  cotton  which  Le  More  bought  from  Qneyrouze,  on  the  Sim- 
ions  plantation  f  Who  paid  f«'r  said  haulingf — A.  The  cotton  bouj;ht  by  Le  More 
oDi  Qneyrouze,  situated  t)n  the  Simmons  plantation,  was  hauled  frniu  the  (ilantatioa 
>tbe  river  bank  by  my  brother,  John  Pargoud,  and  John  Wentzell.  The  hauling 
'M  paid  for  by  Jules  Le  More  in  greenbacks. 

Cross-interrogatories  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States : 

Cro68-int.  1.  Have  yon  been  naturalized  a  citizen  of  the  United  States? — A.  I  havs 
«en  naturalized  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 

Cro88-iut.  2.  Have  you  taken  the  amnesty  oath  as  prescribed  by  the  President  of 
be  United  States,  of  the  *29th  May,  I860? — A.  I  have  taken  the  oath  of  annie-ty  pre- 
criWl  by  the  PreKident  of  the  United  States,  in  his  procUiniation  of  the  'iUth  May,  ItifiS. 
Cr(i8s-inr.  'A.  Have  yod  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  event  of  this  suit? — A. 
njive  no  interest  in  the  event  of  this  suit. 
FUed  Septemher  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

deposition  of  John  Wentzell,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Wesley 
^•(^.  Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  Lii.,  on  the  23d  and  24th. 
days  of  August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Jnt  1.  How  old  are  you,  and  where  do  you  reside? — A.  I  am  thirty- four  years  of 
|K®;  1  renide  about  three  miles  from  Monroe,  in  the  the  parish  of  Ouachita,  in  the 
^W6  of  Lonisiana. 
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Int.  2.  Who  baaled  the  cotton  bought  by  Le  More  from'  Quoyroaze,  situated  on  the 
Simmons  pliintation  T  Who  oraployed  you  to  haul  said  cotton  T  Who  paid  for  said 
hauling ;  and  what  price,  and  in  what  currency  wan  it  paid  f — A.  The  cotton  that  Le 
Moreboujrht  from  Qut^yronze  uh  the  Simmons  plantation  w^^js  hauled  fVom  the  differ- 
ent houses  on  ths  plantation  to  the  river  bank  by  the  teams  that  belonged  to  John 
Pargoud  and  myself.  1  superintended  the  hauling  in  person.  Jules  Le  More  em- 
ployed John  Pargoud  and  myself,  joiotly,  to  haul  the  said  cotton.  Jules  Le  More  paid 
Q8  for  the  hauling.    He  paid  us$L  per  bale  in  greenbacks. 

Int.  3.  Was  any  one  employed  by  Le  More  to  mark  the  cotton  for  LeMoreT  If  aye, 
who  w^asBo  employed  f  and  had  any  of  the  cotton  been  marked  forLe  More,  and  what 
was, the  mark  T — A.  Yes,  J.  T.  Simmons  woa  employed  by  Jules  Le  More  to  mark  the 
cotton  for  him.  Some  of  the  cotton,  I  think,  hed  been  marked  by  Simmons.  Before 
I  left,  Simmons  was  ranking  of  the  rotton,  and  marking  it  forLe  More.  The  mark  pot 
on  the  cotton  by  Simmons  for  Le  More  was  **L.  M." 

Int.  4.  Was  Le  More  on  the  place,  at  any  time,  during  the  time  you  were  baalioi; 
the  cotton  to  the  river  bankf — A.  Yes.  He  went  there  with  me  before  I  commenced 
hauling,  and  he  came  there  during  the  time  I  was  hauliog  the  cotton  ;  he  was  there 
looking  after  the  cotton. 

Int.  5.  Did  J.  Le  More  ever  reside  in  this  neighborhood  f  Was  he  a  stranger  in  this 
neighborhood  in  March,  18t»4f  When  did  he  com«  to  this  neighborhood? — A.  Juiee 
Le  More  never  resided  in  this  neighborhood,  to  my  knowledge.  He  wasaBtraoger 
in  this  neighborhood  in  March,  1864.  He  came  in  this  neighborhood  in  March,  1^, 
and  remained  in  this  neighborhood  at  that  time  about  two  months. 

Int.  6.  Did  J.  Le  More  speak  English  well  or  imperfectly? — A.  Jules  Le  More  did 
not  speak  English  well ;  he  spoke  English  imperfectly. 

Cross-interrogatories  by  the  counsel  of  the  United  States : 

Cross-int.  1.  Have  you  any  interest,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  event  of  this 
Buit? — A.  I  have  none. 

Cross-int.  2.  Have  you  taken  the  oath  prescribed  by  the  President  in  his  proclama- 
tion of  the  *29th  May,  18H5  ? — A.  I  have  taken  the  amnesty  oath  prescribed  by  Presi- 
dent Johnson,  of  the  !i^9th  May,  18G5. 

Recalled  by  counsel  forG.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.: 

Int.  1.  Did  you,  or  did  you  not,  sell  any  cotton  to  John  Pargoud  ?  If  aye,  how 
many  bales?  Who  raised  the  cotton  which  s^id  John  Pargoud  sold  to  G.  A.  LeMore 
A.  Co.?  What  mark,  if  any,  did  the  cotton  have? — A.  Yes,  Isold  cotton  to  JohnPar- 
goud.  I  sold  him  three  hundred  bales.  I  raised  the  cotton  which  John  Pargondsold 
5>  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  The  cotton  that  was  marked  was  marked  **S.  W.  Downs," 
/which  is  the  plantation  mark  of  my  plantation. 

Int.  2.  What  became  of  the  cotton  ? — A.  Part  of  the  cotton  which  I  sold  bim  waa 
taken  by  the  gunboats  under  command  of  Lt.  Commander  Foster. 

Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Cleri. 

Deposition  of  Solomon  Wentzell  Downs,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Lo  More  &  Co.,  taken  be- 
fore Wcrsley  J.  Q.  Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  ofi^ce  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  the 
24th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1865. 

Int.  I  Was  you  present  at  an  interview  between  Cay>tain  Foster,  of  the  United 
States  flt^et  of  gunboats,  and  Jnles  Le  More,  in  regard  to  cotton  theu  being  put  on 
board  of  the  United  States  transports? — A.  I  was  present  at  an  interview  between 
Captain  Foster,  of  the  United  States  fleet  of  gunboats,  and  Jules  Le  More,  in  regard 
to  cotton  then  being  put  on  the  transports. 

Int.  2.  Did,  or  di<l  not,  Le  More  admit  that  ho  had  paid  for  the  cotton  in  gold?— A* 
He  said  he  had  paid  the  export  duties  in  gold. 

Int.  3.  Did  he  say  he  had  paid  for  the  cotton  with  gray  cloth? — A.  No;  he  said 
he  had  not  given  gray  cloth  for  this  cotton. 

Cross-interrogatories  by  the  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Cross-int.  1,  State  particularly  when  the  interview  between  Captain  Foster  and 

Jnles  Le  More,  of  which  you  have   spoken,  took  place. — A.  The  interview  between 

Captain  Foster  and  Jnles  Lo  More  took  place  while  the  United  States  fleet  of  go"' 

boats  was  lying  at  Monroe,  in  April,  1HG4.     Jnles  Le  More,  Lorenzo  Hawkins,  «d^* 

£ot  in  a  skiff  at  the  landing  at  Monroe,  and  went  to  the  gunboat  Lafayette,  andLe 
[ore  inquired  for  Captain  Foster.  He  was  informed  by  the  officers  that  Captain  Fil- 
ter was  «lown  on  the  gunboat  Choctaw.  We  then  weiit  down  to  the  Choctair  in  IW 
Bkiff,  When  we  arrived  at  the  Choctaw,  Mr.  Le  More  inquired  for  Captain  F*"**.*^* 
Captain  Foster  came  forward,  and  X\sa  interview  detailed  by  me  iu  my  examiufttJOD 
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I  cbief  took  place.    Captain  Foster  stood  oti  the  deck  of  the  gunboat  Choctaw,  and 
A  More  remained  in  the  ekiff  during  the  int>erviow. 

Cro6s-iat.  2.  Have  you  taken  the  amnesry  oath  f  How  old  are  you  T  Where  do 
mi  reside f — A.  I  have  taken  the  amnesty  oath  prescribed  by  the  President  of  the 
nited  States  in  his  proclamatioo  of  the  29th  May,  1S()5.  I  am  18  years  of  age.  I 
wide  two  miles  below  Monroe,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  in  the  parish  of  Ouachita, 
onisiaDa. 

CrosB-iut.  3.  Have  y^ou  any  interest,  either  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  event  of  this 
litf— A.  I  have  no  interest,  either  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  event  of  this  suit. 

Filed  September  18,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  ClerJe, 

^position  of  John  Ray,  in  behalf  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Wesley  J.  Q* 
Raker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  24th  day  of  August* 
A-  D.  1865. 

lot.  1.  What  is  your  profession  f  Are  you  practicing  your  profession  or  not  T — A. 
am  ft  lawyer  by  profession.  I  have  been  practicing  my  profession  in  this  place  the 
lit  twenty-aix  years. 

lot  2.  Is  a  verbal  sale  of  cotton,  accompanied  by  delivery,  valid  by  the  laws  of 
ionisiana  or  not? — A.  Yes;  a  verbal  salo  of  cott-on,  or  other  personal  property,  is,  by 
be  laws  of  Lonismna,  valid  when  accompanied  by  delivery. 

Int.  3.  Are  you  acquainted  with  A.  Lazare,  John  Pargoud,  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons, 
J.  Qneyronze,  John  Wentzell,  S.  W.  Downs,  and  Joe  Pargoud f  Are  they  men  of 
itobity  and  integrity,  or  nott  State  what  their  standing  is,  respectively,  in  the 
wnmnnity  where  they  live. — A.  lam  well  acquainted  wiih  all  the  individuals  named 
a  the  interrogatory  except  L.  Qneyrouze.  I  have  been  acquaint<^d  with  them  for 
naay  years.  They  are  all  men  of  good  property  in  this  couutry,  and  men  of  high 
ilaDdiDg,  and  their  character  for  truth  and  veracity  hasnever  been  questioned.  John 
pargoud  has  been  dead  abi>ut  a  year.  I  knew  L.  Qneyrouze  as  a  merchant  in  the 
ntyof  New  Orleans  several  years  ago,  and  from  whom  I  occasionally  purchased  mer- 
ibandise;  beside  that,  I  saw  him  here  in  ld()4,  and  again  here  within  the  last  week. 
Be  never  lived  in  the  community  in  which  I  live.  I  have  no  means  of  knowing  his 
ibaracter  for  truth  and  veracity  in  the  community  where  he  lived.  I  never  heard 
ttytbing  derogatory  to  his  standing  and  character. 

Int.  4.  Did  yon  see  Jules  Le  More  at  the  Simmons  plantation  ?  What  was  he  doing 
tbere  when  yon  saw  himf  What  was  his  business  there  T — A.  1  saw  Jules  Le  More  at 
tbe  Simmons  plantation  a  few  days  before  the  gnnboats  came  up  the  Ouachita  and 
took  the  cotton.  He  was  engaged  about  the  cotton  pile,  looking  after  it.  His  busi- 
M«  seemed  to  be  to  look  after  the  cotton.  '  I  thought  he  was  engaged  in  marking  the 
»tton. 

Int.  5.  Was  or  was  not  Jules  Le  More  a  stranger  in  the  neighborhood  of  Monroe  in 
ibe  spring  of  1864  f — A.  The  first  time  I  ever  saw  Jules  Le  More  was  in  the  spring  of 
'^.  I  think  he  was  a  stranger  in  this  neighborhood  in  the  spring  of  1864. 
,  Int.  6.  Is  a  verbal  sale  of  cotton  or  other  personal  property,  unaccompanied  by  de- 
ivery,  valid  or  not  by  the  laws  of  Louisiana  f — A.  A  verbal  sale  of  cotton  or  other 
>en»Dal  property,  without  delivery,  is  not  valid  as  to  third  jiersous,  without  notise, 
>c^rding  to  the  laws  of  Louisiana*. 

Int.  7.  What  position  did  W.  A.  Broa<lwell  hold  in  the  trans- Mississippi  department, 
tnderthe  so-called  Cor»federate  States  GovenimentT — A.  W.  A.  Broad  well  was  lien- 
^ant-colonel  and  chief  of  the  cotton  bureau  established  in  the  trans  Mississippi  de- 
••Wment,  I  know  so  from  seeing  the  order  creating  the  "bureau,  and  his  appointment 
■  chief  of  the  bureau,  as  published  in  the  papers;  and  I  also  know  that  ho  was  lec- 
^izedinthatcapacity  bv  the  military  anthoritiosof  the  so-called  Conft'derate States. 

Int.  H.  What  position  did  John  A.Bnckr^'r  hold  in  the  trans- MiKsissippi  depart- 
•^nt, under  the  so-ealled  Confederate  States? — A.  John  A.  Buckner  was  major  on  the 
J»ff  of  General  E.  Kirby  Smith  and  agent  of  the  cotton  bureau,  and  had  charge  of  all 
be  cottons  claimed  by  the  so-called  Confederate  States  in  the  Ouachita  Valley,  in 
b«  State  of  Louisiana. 

Filed  September  18,  18f>5. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

^H)eition  of  John  A.  Buckner,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Hngh 
Madden,  notary  public,  at  his  office,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  on  the  19th 
<Uy  of  August,  A.  D.  1865, 

QnestioD  1.  What  is  your  name,  age,  and  profession! — Answer.  John  A.  Buckner; 
P'd  thirty-three  years;  profession,  planter. 

Q.2.  Diii  you,  or  did  you  not,  hold  any  office  under  the  Confederate  States  Govorn- 
^l,  in  the  Washita  Valley,  during  the  years  1863  or  1864,  ot  »\i^  \wtVvo\ic>i  VN^wojA — 
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A.  I  did.  I  was  aRsistant  in8)>ector-geiieral  on  the  staff  of  General  E.  Kirby  Smith* 
nnder  orders  to  deliver  cottou  sold  by  the  cotton  bureaa,  from  December,  1863,  to 
April.  1H65. 

Q.  3.  Did  yon,  or  did  yon  not,  in  yonr  official  capacity,  deliver  any  qnantity  of  cot- 
ton to  Mr.  L^.cin  Qiierouze,  or  any  other  person,  in  the'  fore  part  of  1^^?  And  if  ye% 
from  what  plantation  or  place  was  said  cotton  taken  from  f — A.  Under  orders  from 
the  cotton  bureau,  I  delivered  Mr.  L6tm  Qneroiize  H30  bales  of  cotton  in  the  latter 
part  of  Febr nary.  18t>4.  from  the  Siuimons  plantation,  and  took  his  receipt  for  tho 
same.  'I  do  not.  know  what  hHs  become  of  the  receipt. 

Q.  4.  Have  you.  or  not.  any  know  Ifd^**  of  transfer  of  cotton  belonf|;ing  to  the  Lonis- 
iana  State  Bunk  from  Red  River  for  cur  respond  in  j^r  amount  of  c«>tton  on  the  Waiihita 
Riverf  And  if  yea,  state  to  .vonr  knowledge  what  has  bec<ime  of  said  transfer;  and 
if  annulled  or  otherwise,  state  ttiH  reason  why.— A.  There  was  a  transfer  of  the 
Lonisiana  State  Bank  cotton  on  Red  River  made  by  the  cotton  bureau  for  a  corre- 
sponding amount  of  Ctmfederate  States  cotton  in  the  Washita  Valley.  To  the  best  of 
my  recollection  the  number  of  such  bales  c»f  cotton  was  12,000,  more  or  less.  Owin^; 
to  the  burning  of  the  cotton  in  the  Washita  Valley  by  militai'y  order,  the  transfer 
was  annulled. 

Q.  r>.  State  whether  yon  know,  or  do  not  know,  what  has  become  of  the  cotton  of 
the  Louisiana  State  Bank  on  Red  River.  Where  is  it  now,  or  wheie  was  it  when  yoni 
latit  see  or  heard  of  it;  and  if  dinpohed  of,  by  whose  orders,  and  by  whom  removed V 
— A.  Ail  I  know  about  it  is  that  Mr.  Stevenion,  the  agent  of  the  Louisiana  Stat* 
Bank,  told  mo  in  the  month  of  July,  1H65.  that  he  was  shipping  his  cottou  to  Nei^ 
Orleans.  This  wns  in  Shreveport.  I  inferred  from  the  conversation  that  the  cotto^, 
he  was  speaking  about  was  the  bank  cotton. 

Q.  6.  Did,  or  did  not,  Mr.  Stevenson,  as  agent  of  the  bank,  in  conversation  wi^ 
you,  set  up  any  claim  to  the  fc30  bales  delivered  to  Queronzef — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  7.  Was  there,  or. was  there  not,  to  y«»ur  knowledge,  any  cl»im  set  up  for  said 
ton  delivered  to  Querouze.  in  your  t>iBeial  capacity,  by  Mensrs.  Withenbnry  &,  Doy 
or  any  other  party  f — A.  There  was  uo  claim  set  up.  to  nie  by  Messrs.  Withenbnry 
Doyle  tor  KHi<l  eotton.     Mr.  Ballard  stated  to  me.  subseqnontly  to  the  delivery  of 
cotton  to  Mr.  Qiierouze.  that  he  had  lien  upon  iluit  c«>tton. 

Q.  8,  .Please  state  whether  or  not,  to  your  knowledge,  payments  for  steambrv^j 
bought,  chartere<I,  leased,  or  heized  by  the  Confederate  States  Government  wit.  j,/^ 
Confederate  lines  were  ever  made  in  C(»ttou  ;  and  if  not.  in  what  was  such  payni^ci/^ 
made,  if  n  ade  at  all  ?— A.  I  never  knew  of  payments  being  made  in  cotton.  If  ^a/<f 
at  all,  it  was  with  Confederate  bon<ls  or  certitied  account's. 

Q.  I).  Have  you,  or  have  you  not,  known  one  Mr.  Andrew  W.  McKee,  withio  tb$ 
Confederate  lines t     If  yea.  what  was  his  position  or  occupation  nn<ler  i he Ctui federate 
Stat"  s  Govfriiuient  T    Wh:it  authority  or  powers  did  he  have  ctuiceruing  the  cottiia 
o|  the  Ct>nfedeiate  States  ? — A.  I  knew  said  Andrew  W.  McKee  otlieially.     He  waaso 
agent  of  the  treasury  department  of  the  Confederate  States  for  the  purchase  <  if  cotton. 

Q.  10.  Had,  or  hatl  not,  thin  Mr.  MeKee,  in  his  official  capacity,  any  authority  wbat« 
CA'er  on  cotton  after  it  ^^a8  purchased  by  the  Conle^lerate  States,  aiifl  es|M;cially  in  the 
WsiMhita  Valley  ? — A.  I  di<l  not  know  of  bin  having  authority  to  dispose  of  the  Con- 
federate cotton.  The  colt(ui  bureau  (;stabli»hed  by  General  Smith  was  the  oaly 
authority  in  the  trau8-Mist>iissippi  department  that  I  knew  of. 

Cross-examined  in  behalf  of  Witheubury  &  Doyle: 

Q.  11.  Under  what  iuiuieiliate  auth-  rity  were  you  acting  in  the  disposal  of  Confed- 
-  erate  States  treasury  tlepnrtmeut  cotton  f  Had  you  any  authority  whatever  fn«n  lb« 
treasury  department  at  Kichiuoud  to  purchase  or  dispose  of  cotton  t  H'so,  whatwM 
it? — A.  My  authority  \va.s  fiom  the  cotton  bureau,  appnjved  by  thecontnuinding-^n- 
eral  of  the  trnns-Mi8>isHip})i  department.  I  had  no  authority  from  the  treasnry«l«' 
partment  at  Richmond.  My  authority  was  from  ('ol.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  the  cbief  w 
the  cotton  bureau,  approved  by  General  K.  Kiiby  Smith. 

Q.  I'i.  Wlni  was  acting  as  agent  tor  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  in  the  transfer  of  coW 
ton  you  have  referred  t(».  and  who  was  agent  for  the  Confederate  States  iu  the  W"* 
transaction  f — A.  Mr.  John  A.  Stevenson  was  generally  considered  the  ag^Dt,  sodtbe 
only  ajicnt,  of  the  Lonisiana  State  Bank,  iu  that  region  of  ccuiutry.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  traisfer  of  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  cottou  was  made  by  Colonel  IJroad' 
well  or  General  kSniith. 

Q.  13.  At  what  time,  and  at  what  particular  agency  of  the  cotton  bureau,  wastD* 
transfer  niudef—A.  I  do  not  know  the  time  of  the  transfer,  or  at  what  ageucy  it  *•• 
made. 

Q.  14.  Were  you  ordered  to  deliver  the  particular  cotton  on  the  Simmons  plao**J 
tion  toQuerouze.  or  was  it.  optional  with  you  to  deliverthator  any  other  cottoo;  »»* 
weie  you  not  hesitating  for  a  conslderabh^  time  before  you  liually  transferred  tli«^ 
bales  of  the  Simmons  cottou  to  QnerouzeT — A.  It  was  optional  with  me  to  (telivtf 
that  or  any  other  lot  of  Coufedevate  cottou;  I^hesitated  no  linger  than  wliat^" 
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neeenary  io  the  nsual  coarse  of  biistneas.    I  gave  him  tbis  lot  of  cotton  becaasie  it  was 
«ll  tofpther,  and  con veu lent  to  the  Washita  River. 

Q.  15.  During  the  time  of  the  negotiation  of  the  Simmons  cotton  with  Qiierouze,  did 
Mr.  Jates  Le  Mure  go  up  to  Sbreveport  one  or  more  times  to  secure  tbis  particular 
€ottoD ;  and  did  he  bring  from  Shruveport  any  particular  documents  from  the  cotton 
bnreaaf  If  so,  what  were  they  f — A.  There  whs  no  delay  in  the  negotiation  about 
the  Simmons  cotlon.  When  I  pntposed  to  deli  ver  the  Simmous  cotton,  it  was  accepted 
by  Mr.  Qnerouze  after  he  examined  the  cotton.  There  were  no  documents  shown  me 
by  Mr.  Le  M«>re  from  the  cotton  bureau  that  I  remember. 

Q.  16.  Who,  if  anybody,  showed  yon  a  jiennit  to  export  this  cotton,  and  in  whose 

DiTor  was  the  permit  written,  and  from  where  did  the  |»ermit  emanate? — A.  As  well 

«  i  can  recollect,  the  order  directing  nie  to  deliver  the  cotton  conveyed  with  it  a 

permit  for  it  to  be  shipped  out  of  the  Confederate  lines;  the  order  and  the  permit 

-eitfanated  from  the  cotton  bnrean. 

Q.  17.  In  whose  favor  was  the  permit  granted  f — A.  I  do  not  remember  whether  tho 
permit  was  granted  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Qneronze  or  Mr.  Le  More. 

Q.  18.  Was  the  consideration  paid  by  Querouze  for  this  cotton f — A.  I  do  not  know; 
Iiras  only  ordered  to  deliver  the  cotton. 

Q.  19.  Did  you  know  of  any  debts  being  paid  by  the  Confederate  States  with  cot- 
^^Df    If  any,  what  was  the  nature  of  the  debts  so  paidf — A.  I  did  nut  know  of  cot- 
^D  being  need  to  pay  for  property  purchased  within  the  Confederate  lines;  cotton 
"vas  used  for  the  purposes  of  [laying  for  foreign  supplies. 

Q.  20.  Do  you  know  from  whom  A.  W.  McKee  received  his  appointment  as  treasury 
•geDtf — A.  I  do  not  know  positively.  He  was  generally  conHiderfd  as  an  agent  ap- 
minted  by  the  treasury  department,  at  Richmond,  for  the  purchasing  of  cotton. 

Q  21.  Was,  or  was  not,  the  Simmons  cotton  purchased  from  Simmons  by  a  treasury 
agei^T—  A.  I  do  not  know  by  whom  it  was  purchased. 

^.  22.  Did,  or  did  not,  Le  More  &  Co.,  tlinnigh  the  cotton  bureau  established  by 
HSeueral  E.  Kirby  Suiitb,  prefer  a  claim  for  the  value  of  tbis  cotton,  to  be  sent  to  Rich- 
fflODil,  after  it  was  captured  by  the  United  States  Navy  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  2.'l  Did  you  know,  officially  or  otherwise,  through  the  cotton  bureau  at  Shreve- 
]K)rt,  that  Le  More  &  Co.  furnished  supplies  to  the  Confederuto  States  f — A.  I  have 
fio  knowledge  of  the  fact.  .  . 

Filed  September  19,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk. 

Deposition  of  Christian  Roselius,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  before  Hugh 
Madden,  notarv  public,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  on  the  2Gthday 
of  August,  A.  b.  1«(>5. 

Qn«(tion.  You  will  please  state  what  is  your  name  and  occupation. — Answer.  My 
oani«  is  Chnstian  Rosi^lius ;  my  age,  sixty-two  years;  occupation,  attorney  and  coun- 
sellor at  law. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  have  you  not,  any  conneetion  with  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  since 
Jb«  year  lht52 ;  and,  it*  yea,  please  stnte  what  ihose  connections  were  ? — A.  On  the  20th 
March,  Htj5,  I  was  nppoiuled  by  military  authority  one  of  the  commissioners  tor  the 
liniiidation  of  the  Louisiana  State  Bank,  and  since  that  time  have  acted  in  that  ca- 
pacity. This  is  my  only  connection  wirh  the  bnuk  at  any  time  except  having  been  m 
Btuckholder  for  nearly  eighteen  years,  but  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  administration 
Of  the  bank. 

Q.  Had  yon,  or  had  you  not,  in  your  official  capacity  of  liquidator,  any  control  or 
direction  of  the  cotton  bought  by  J.  A.  Stevenson  tor  the  said  bank  f  If  yea,  jtlease 
•tatf  what  power,  control,  or  anthority  yon  had  in  the  matter. — A.  The  connniKsioncrs 
«ad  the  sole  control  of  everything  connected  with  the  udniinistratioii  of  the  bank,  and 
*niong  other  things  of  the  cotton  which  had  been  torwarded  to  them  by  John  A.  Ste- 
^«U8on,  the  agent  appointed  for  the  purchase  of  cotton  for  the  bank  ;  but  of  this  cot- 
ton only  6,200  bales  ha<l  been  received,  and  this  is  the,  only  cotton  Over  which  the 
^ommijwi oners  exercised  an  innnediate  control.  The  balance  of  the  cotton  belonging 
^the  bank  is  in  places  to  which  the  conimibsioners  have  no  access,  and  over  which, 
Jnerefore,  they  cannot  individually  exercise  any  power,  nor  does  deponent  know  the 
locality  where  that  cotton  at  present  is. 

Q.  Had  or  had  not  J.  A.  Stevenson  absolute  right  or  anthority  to  sell  or  exchange 
^h«  cotton  belonging  to  the  bank,  or  was  it  necessary  that  his  acts  in  the  premises 
•lioiihi  he  ratified  or  approved  at  all  by  any  other  person  or  persons? — A.  Since  1  have 
o^enoue  of  the  commissioners,  no  such  anthority  was  ever  vested  in  Mr.  Stevenson, 
'jia anthority  was  limited  to  the  purchasing  and  forwarding  the  cotton  thus  pur- 
chased for  the  bank;  but  before  I  became  one  of  the  commissioucrs  a  resolution  on 
^^at8Qhje<t  had  beeu  passed  by  the  boaid  of  directors,  the  exact  purport  of  which  I 
^^notnow  rememl»er. 

Q«  Did  this  resolution  which  you  speak  of  or  the  commifsavoiiQTH  ol  IVv^  V^%»\\V.  "^^^ 
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ibeir  coDRent  to  the  exchange  prepared  to  be  made  by  J.  A.  Stevenson  with  the  to- 
called  Confederate  States,  of  cotton  owned  by  the  bank  on  Red  River,  for  cotton 
claimed  by  the  so-called  Confederate  States  on  the  Washita  River  f — A.  The  commis- 
sioners never  authorized  Mr.  Stevenson,  or  anybody  else,  to  enter  into  any  contract 
whatever  with  the  so-called  Confederate  States.  Whatever  resolution  may  have  been 
passed  on  that  subject^  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not.  that  exchange  of  cotton,  above  referred  to,  ever  completed  or 
approved  by  those  whoiM)  consent  was  necessary  to  give  it  validity  f — A.  Not,  so  far 
as  I  am  infotmed. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not,  to  your  knowledge,  snch  a  contract  in  e^stence,  either  com- 
pleted or  not  T  and  if  yea,  was  it  not  repudinted  or  canceled  by  the  bank,  it^s  liqnida- 
tors  or  officers? — A.  As  I  have  already  stated,  I  do  not  know  of  the  existence  of  any 
snch  contract. 

Q;  Have  or  have  not  all  the  sales  of  cotton  made  to  GriefF&  Zunts  by  the  I^onisi- 
ana  State  Bank  been  repudiated  by  the  commissioners  of  the  said  bank? — A.  A  con- 
tract was  made  before  I  had  any  connection  with  the  bank  as  commissioner  between 
Mr.  Stevenson  and  Messrs.  Grietf  &^  Zunts,  and  perhai^s  with  other  gentleui«3n  whose 
name  I  do  not  remember,  by  which  Grifff  &  Zunts  obligated  themselves  to  bring  this 
cotton  to  market,  and  obtain  papers  for  that  purpcMe,  and  to  pay  the  bank  a  certain 
rato  per  pound — I  think  thirty  cents  a  pound,  but  I  am  not  ceitain — and  the  balance 
of  the  ?»rice  for  which  i.'otton  might  he  sold  was  t^  be  theirs,  for  the  trouble  of  bring- 
ing it  up  and  down.  After  I  was  appointed,  with  my  colleagues  Miltenbcreer  and 
Lapeyre,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  atter  a  part  of  the  cotton  had  come  down,  tSirough 
our  own  expense  and  agency,  these  gentlemen  setup  a  title  to  this  cotton,  under  this 
contract,  which  the  board  of  commissioners  refused  to  recognize;  and  the  qnestion 
as  to  the  validity  of  the  rights  cl.aimed  by  them  under  that  contract  still  remans  un- 
determined— these  gentlemen  insisting  that  they  have  rights  under  this  con trac1%  and 
commissioners  denying  the  validity  of  these  rights. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  that  sale  or  transfer  to  Grieff  and  Zunts  of  cotton,  among  wbiolk 
a  certain  number  of  bales  was  then,  and  had  been  raised  or  cultivated,  on  Simmons's 
or  Hopewell  plantation,  simulated  ? — A.  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  con. 
tract  was  simulated,  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  parties  intended  it  as  a  feal  contract 
but  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  now  binding  upon  the  liquidators  of  the  bank,  b^ 
cause  Messrs.  Griett*&  Zunts  did  not  comply  with  the  conditions  upon  which  the  cokzi 
tract  was  made,  nor  do  I  know  on  what  plantation  any  part  of  this  cotton  wasraise^ 

Q.  What  were  the  conditions  of  said  contract  f  When  was  it  made  f  When  acn 
where,  and  to  whom  was  the  property  to  be  delivered  T— A.  I  cannot  answer.  T^ 
contract  is  at  the  ban'k,  and  Mr.  Lapeyre  can  exhibit  it ;  I  never  saw  it  but  once,  a^ 
I  do  not  recollect  its  contents  particularly. 

Q.  Where  was  the  cotton  situated  which  the  bank  owned,  on  the  banks  of  R 
River  or  the  banks  of  the  Washita  River  f~A.  I  have  already  stated,  in  my  answi 
to  previous  questions,  that  I  have  no  knowledge  where  this  cotton  was  or  is,  exi 
that  portiim  which  came  hero,  and  a  part  of  it  h!\s  been  sold,  and  a  part  sent  to 
rope  for  sale. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Jules  Le  Morel    And  if  yea,  what  character 
he  borne  in  this  conmiunity  where  he  has  lived,  as  to  veracity  and  integrity  f — i 
have  known  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  very  well,  and  he  has  always  had  the  reputatioi 
being  a  gentleman  of  truth  and  honor. 

CroHs-examination  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  leave  New  Orleans  after  it  was  surrendered  to  the 
eral  forces f    If  yea,  did  lie  leave  as  a  registered  enemy,  and  when  did  he  retui 
A.  I  was  not  aware  that  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  had  left  New  Orleans  permanenll; 
any  time;  but  if  ho  had,  it  must  be  after  the  Federal  forces  occupied  New  OrN 
I  never  knew  him  to  be  a  registered  enemy,  and  always  believed  him  to  be  a  Fi 
subject. 

Q.  W^hether  the  6,000  bales  of  cotton  spoken  of  came  from  Red  River  or  not^ — A 
That  they  came  from  that  neighborhood,  as  I  have  b»'en  informed^  and  as  I  8'k:m«iiy( 
judge  from  the  very  great  expense  of  transportation  which  was  paid  by  ps. 

Q.  Docs  your  knowledge  ol  the  cotton  claimed  by  the  bank  date  from  your  apf>o/at. 
ment  as  commissioner? — A.  I  know  nothing  of  the  matter  except  what  has  transpired 
since  I  have  been  appointed  commissioner. 

Filed  September  19,  lrfG5. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Deposition  of  Jcdin  M.  Lapeyre,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  tiiken  before  Hngh 
Madden,  notary  public,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  on  the 
idth  day  of  August,  A.  D.  Ibtio. 

Question.  What  is  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation  ? — Answer.  My  name 
IB  John  M.  Lapeyre;  my  age, avs^l^-fowt*,  m^  occuviation,  banker. 
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Q.  What  coDnecHon  bad  you  with  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  since  1862,  and  had 
many  coDtrol  of  the  directionofthe  cotton  bouu^ht  by  J.  A.  Stovensoii  for  the  bank  T 
id  if  yea,  what  power  or  authority  had  you  in  tTie  matter  f — A.  At  the  time,  I  wad 
'eaident  of  the  bank,  and  was  80  until  the  month  of  March  lant,  IHHTi,  and  in  that 
pacily  I  had  control,  through  Mr.  Stevenson,  of  ihe  cotton  bouj^ht  for  the  bank  by 
id  Stevenson. 

Q.  Had  J.  A.  Stevenso^x  the  absolute  right  or  authority  to  sell  or  exchange  the  cot- 
o  belonging  to  the  baiiK,  or  was  it  necessary  that  his  acts  in  the  )>remis(*s  be  ratified 

approved  of  by  any  other  perstm  or  persons? — A.  Since  Stevenson  left  here  to  go- 
rough  the  lines,  no  couiniuuication  could  be  had  with  him,  aud,  in  anticipation  of 
at  diflBcnlty,  he  was,  on  the  start,  fully  authorized  to  act  as  his  own  judgiuent  might 
state  in  all  that  had  reference  to  the  cotton  in  question. 

Q.  Who  were  the  persons  whoso  consent  was  necessary  to  give  validity  to  the  act* 
Stevenson,  relative  to  the  sale, or  exchange, or  disposal  of  this  cotton! — A.  As  to 
o  exchange  which  took  place  out'Side  of  the  lines,  the  contract  was  binding  by  the 
le  act  of  Stevenson.  As  to  the  sale  made  here,  it  was  approved  by  me  us  president 
the  bank,  under  the  resolations  of  the  board  of  directors. 

Q.  Did  the  board  of  directors  of  the  bank,  or  the  commissioners,  since  give  their  con- 
at  to  the  exchange  made,  or  prepared  to  be  made,  by  Stevenson,  with  the  agent  of 
B  Ro-called  Confederate  States  of  cotton  owned  by  the  bank  on  Red  River,  for  cot- 
tt  claimed  by  the  so-called  Confederate  States  on  the  Washita  River  j — A.  The  action 
the  board  «»f  directors  in  approving  of  the  sale  of  the  cotton  on  the  Washita,  proved  • 
eir  acceptance  of  the  exchange  made  by  StevensoH. 

Q.  Was  that  exchange  of  cotton  spoken  of,  ever  completed  and  approved  by  the 
ard  of  commissiouers  of  the  bank  apptiinted  by  military  authority  T — A.  At  the  time 
e  exchange  was  made  known  to  the  bank,  the  board  of  directors  were  autliorized 

act  under  the  supervision  of  the  commissioners.  The  latter  were  informed  of  the 
ansaction,  and  of  the  approval  of  the  board  of  directors,  and  no  objectiou  was  raised 
i  their  j3art — that  is,  as  to  the  exchange. 

Q.  Has  not  that  exchange  been  since  canceled  or  repudiat^^d  by  the  bank,  its  di- 
ictors,  or  commissioners?— A.  Several  months  after  the  exchange  took  place,  seeing' 
le  inipOHsibility  of  reaching  the  Washita  cotton,  the  agent,  Johu  A.  Stevenson,  an- 
alled  the  original  contract,  and  took  back  the  original  cotton  on  the  Red  River,  less 
bout  3,500  bales,  which,  while  the  exchange  was  in  force,  and  whilst  under  control 
f  Confederate  government,  had  been  destroyed  or  lost,  and  for  which  we  maintain  our 
Aaim  against  the  Confederate  government, 

Q.  Have,  or  have  not,  all  the  sales  of  cotton  made  by  the  Louisiana  State  Bank  to 
Srieflf  &,  Zunt«,  been  repudiated  by  the  commissioners  of  the  bank  f — A.  Yes,  as  far 
M  the  Re<l  River  cotton  is  concerned,  but  not  as  to  any  cotton  which  we  were  deprived 
&f  by  force  or  by  seizure  on  the  Washita,  whilst  the  change  of  cotton  existed. 

Q.  Was,  or  was  not,  the  transfer  to  Grieft' &  Zuntz  of  cot  ton,  among  which  a  certain 
DQmlKirof  bales  was  located  and  raised  on  Simmons*s  or  Hopewell  plantation  simu- 
Uted?— A.  W'here  the  cotton  was  raised  I  am  not  able  to  say,  but  among  the  cotton 
trhnsferred  by  the  bank  to  Griefl'&  Zunts  were  9:^5  bales,  locate<l  on  the  plantation 
of  Baid  Simmons.  The  transfer  or  sale  with  Grieff  «&  Zunts  was  not  simulated,  but 
was  bona  fide.  It  was  aunlled  later  because  it  could  not  be  carried  into  etfect  to  the 
Bxtent  it  was  expected.  This  lot  of  93r>  bales  of  cotton  on  the  Simmotis  plautjitioos, 
was  part  and  parcel  of  cotton  transferred  to  the  bank,  in  exchange  of  the  Red  River 
«)tt<m  by  the  Confederate  government. 

Q.  What  was  the  consideration  of  said  transfer  f  How  was  it  paid  for  T  When  waa 
"*e  sale  madef  When,  where,  and  to  whom  was  the  property  delivered? — A.  The 
jale  took  place  in  March,  IrkjAf  in  New  Orleans.  The  consideration  to  be  paid  to  the 
bank  Was  30  cents  per  pound,  free  of  all  duties  aud  expenses,  as  the  cotton  was  re- 
vived iu  New  Orleans,  the  purchasers  engaging  to  bring  the  cotton  at  their  own  ex- 
pense to  the  city.  Parties  went  up  with  .lohn  A.  Stevenson,  agent  of  the  auk,  to 
J'^ive  the  cotton  on  the  Washita,  but  owing  to  the  then  existing  circumstances,  no 
Mil  very  could  be  made. 

Q-  Where  was  the  cotton  located,  which  the  bank  owned,  on  the  Red  River  or  the 
^aahita  River  f — A.  1  am  unable  to  designate  all  the  localities,  either  on  the  Red 
wver  or  on  the  Washita  River,  where  the  cotton  was  situated  or  located.  It  was- 
•PJjad  over  a  large  tract  of  country  on  both  rivers,  in  small  lots. 

X-  Are  yon  acquainted  with  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  t  and  what  has  been,  and  what  is, 
"** general  reputation  in  this  connnunity  as  to  veracity  and  integrity  f — A.  I  have  been 
Attainted  with  him  for  several  years.  I  have  never  heard  his  inti'grity  or  veracity 
iJieationed. 

Cross-examination  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 

Q.  When  Stevenson  noti tied  you.  by  letter,  that  he  had  canceled  the  contract  for 
^change  of  C(»t.tou  with  the  Confederate  States  authorities,  did  he  make  any  excep- 
Oq  or  reservation  of  any  particular  lot  of  cotton  on  the  Washita,  iu  that  letter? — 
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A.  No ;  I  do  not  know  even  if  be  was  acqaaiDted  with  the  seizore  of  that  cotton  \rf 
Coniiiiodore  Porter. 

Q.  At  whut  time  was  this  first  exchange  made  by  Stevenson  and  the  Confederate 
€tate»  authtirities  f — A.  In  Angtmt,  lb63. 

Q.  Do  3'<iu  know  whether  the  tirui  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Co.,  claimants,  have  bad  anv 
transactions  with  the  Ho-callcd  Confederate  States  government,  or  any  offlcf  rs  thereof 
in  the  way  of  fnniishin^  supplies  of  any  kind  to  that  firnvern'i  i^nt,  or  the  officen 
thereoff— A.  I  know  nothing  personally  of  such  transactions :  I  have  heard  stated 
that  they  did  fniiiish  certain  cloths  and  vestinirn  to  the  Coufeder^ite  government. 

(This  question  objected  to  by  ^oniisel  of  Le  More  &,  Co.,  as  hearsay  evidence.) 

Q.  Whs  Jnles  Le  More  during  the  rebelbon  friendly  to  the  so-called  Confederate 
4Btates  government  f — A.  I  do  not  know.  PubJic  rnuior  was  that  he  had  niadea  coutrael 
with  the  Confederate  government,  but  by  what  motives  he  was  prompted  thereto,  I 
•cannot  say. 

(Objected  to  on  acconnt  of  its  being  hearsay  evidence.) 

.   Q.  What  was  the  character  of  the  funds  that  the  bank  nsed  in  pnrcbasing  the  Red 
.  River  cotton,  by  Stevenson,  agent  of  the  bank  f — :A.  Confederate  States  treasury  noteib 

Q    Is  not  the  claim  of  the  bank  to  the  cottim  in  controversy  based  upon  the  Iota 
and  damage  of  the  bank  cotton  situated  on  Ked  river,  while  it  was  under  thn  coDtroF 
of  the  SO' culled  Confederate  States  f— A.  Yes;  becauHC  the  bank  consideriMl  they  we 
entitled  to  compensation  for  their  loss  on  the  Ked  River  out  of  the  Washita  cottoi 
.as  f'lr  as  they  could  get  hold  of  it. 

Filed  September  lii,  lH65. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrh. 

Deposition  of  Aristide  Miltenhcrger,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  l>efo 
lini^h  Madden,  notary  public,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  Louisi 
on  the  2^th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  IdGo, 

Q.  Please  state  yonr  name,  age,  and  occupation. — A.  My  name  is  Aristide  Miltei- 
berger;  my  age  is  iifty-tive  years;  residence,  NewOrleaus;  occupation,  commissi 
merchant. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  have  you  not,  connections  with  the  Lonisiana  State  Bank  since' 
year  lHt)*2;  and  if  ye4i,  state  what  tluxte  were? — A.  I  was  coninii.ssiiiuer,  appointed 
the  military  autlioritieu,  to  liquidate  the  atfairs  of  the  bank  in  1(^63. 

Q.  In  yt»nr  capacity  of  commissioiter,  had  .von,  or  not,  control  or  direction  of 
cotton  bought  by  J.  A.  St  veiison,  for  the  bankf  and  if  yea,  state  what  autho 
you  had  in  the  matter. — A.  Yes,  1  had  the  authority  of  a  conuuissioner.* 

Q.  lla<1,  or  had  not,  J.  A.  Stevenson  the  absnlnte  authority  or  right  to  sell  or 
'Chancre  the  cotton  behuiging  to  the  bank,  or  was  it  necess»ary  that  his  acts  in 
premises  nhould  be  rati  tied  or  approved  by  any  person  or  persons? — ^A.  I  consider 
whatever  he  did  was  to  be  approved  by  tlie  comuiirtsioners. 

Q.  Was  the  consent  of  the  cohimisHioners  of  t^ie  bank,  or  other  officers,  nece 
to  give  validity  to  the  aots  of  Sm  v  aison  lor  the  sale,  exchange,  or  otherwise  disf 
of  the  cotton  of  the  Lonisiana  State  Bank,  or  was  the  consent  of  a  majority  of  t 
«ufficiciit  ?~A.  Stevenson,  being  on  the  spot,  a  certain  bititnde  was  of  coui^e  alh^ — 
him,     HiH  powers  were  suftieieut  to  give  him  authority  to  sell,  exchange,  or  othe 
dispose  of  cotton  belonging  t<»  the  bank,  subject  to  the  aii]troval  of  the  comniisaio 
Powers  were  given  to  naid  Stevenson  before  I  was  appiduted  cominiHsiouer. 
powers  given  to  him  were  to  rc]  rwsent  the  bank  in  the  best  way  he  could. 

Q.   How  many  other  commissioners  were  appointed  with  you  t — A.  Two,  na 
J.  M.  Lapeyre  and  Colonel  Dwinhr,^  U.  S.  A. 

Q.  Did  the  commissioners  gi\e  th^-ir  consent  to  the  exchange  made  or  prepar^KSd  hj 
J.A.Stevenson,  with  the  :«gent  of  the  Confederate  Stat^^s,  of  cotton   owned  X^^ythe 
bank  on  I'ed  River,  lor  cotton  claimed  by  the  Confederate  Sates  on  the  Washita  l^iverf 
— A.  YcH,  I  believ<i  they  gave  a  conditional  consent;  the  condition  was  that  it    couJ4 
he  annulled  at  any  time. 

Q.  Was  that  exchange  ever  completed  and  approved? — A.  It  was,  as  far  aawo  could 
save  the  cott(m. 

Q.  Was  any  portion  of  the  cotton  on  the  Washita  paved  T — A.  There  was  nine  hiui. 
dred  and  odd  bales  saved,  and  taken  Cairo  by  the  United  States  forces. 

Q.  Was,  or  was  nf>t,  the  c<nitract  of  exchange  of  that,  cotton,  above  mentioned. rsQ. 
■celled  by  the  bank  t — A.  It  was  not  cancelled  or  repudiat^nl  by  the  bank,  so  far  as  the 
cotton  was  got,  but  it  was  after  the  nine  hundreci  and  o<id  bales  were  got. 

Q.  Were,  or  were  not,  all  the  sales  made  to  Grieli*  &  Znnts  by  the  bank  repudiated 
by  the  commissioners  of  the  bank  ? — A.  J,  forone,  did  repudiate  them.  Subsequently 
Qrietf  &  Znnts  came  and  claimed  the  cotton  received  by  the  bank  since  Juae,lt)()5^ 
but  were  repudiated  by  the  commisHioners,  abont  one  or  vwo  nnmths  after  the  expd» 
dition  of  General  Banks  to  Red  River.  Ijcousider  the  sales  to  Grieff  &  Zuutii »• 
pudia  ted. 
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•  » 

Q.  Was,  or  wos  not,  the  sale  or  traQafer  to  Grieff  dc  Znnts  of  cotton,  among  wbicb 

wa8&DUinlM*T  of  baled  located  and  raim)d  on  Siunnontt'B  or  Hojiewell  plactatlup,  8iin« 

ilated. — A.  It  wan  not  a  Mimiilated  Bale,  bnt  I  upponed  it. 

Q  When  was  tbntaale  niadef  what  was  the  conMideration  f  when  and  where  was 
Kmadef  and  t<»  whom  was  tlie  pmperty  delivered? — A.  I  refer  to  the  agreement  be- 
tween the  bank  and  Orietf  dr  Zaiits. 

Q.  Where  was  the  cotton  located  which  the  bank  owned  on  Red  River  and  upon 
the  Washita  River  located  t — A.  On  Red  River  and  on  Washita  River. 

Q.  Are  >oa  ac<|nainted  with  Mr.  Jules  Le  Moret  and  if  yea,  please  state  what  is  his- 
geo«ral  reputation  in  this  community  as  to  veracity  and  integrity. — A.  I  have  alwayB- 
eDiiHiderecl  him  as  a  very  homtrable  person,  in  all  iny  transactions  with  him. 

Q.  Did  yon,  or  did  yon  not,  receive,  some  time'in  March,  186(,  from  M**-  Jules  Le* 
Mure,  acominnuication  asking  you  to  obtain  a  permit  from  the  Federal  authorities  at 
Mew  Orleans  to  take  out  from  thn  Wanhita  River  certain  lots  of  cotten  belonging  to 
6.A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  of  Havre,  France  T 

(rbi8(|uestion  is  id»jected  to  by  Mr.  C.  8.  Kellogg,  attending  in  behalf  of  the  United 
Slates,  on  the  ground  that  the  statements  of  Le  M<»re  A,  Co.,  or  their  a<;ent,  are  not 
teBtiniouy.     Further  ground,  counnuuication  being  in  writing,  it  is  not  produced.) 

A.  I  received  sui-h  a  communication,  bnt  could  not  obtain  permit.  Did  not  act  oxk 
(be  communicatiou. 

Cross-interrogatories  in  behalf  of  the  United  States: 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  last  leave  Ntuv  Orleans? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  remain  in  New  Orleans  after  it  was  pnrrendered  to  th& 
Muited  Stat»s  forces?  If  yea,  bow  loui;  did  he  remain? — A.  He  wa^  in  New  Orleans 
ftfter  the  Hurrender  of  the  city  to  the  United  States  forces,  to  the  best  of  my  knowl- 
edge; how  long  he  remained  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Whether  Jules  Le  More,  as  a«rent  or  otherwise,  was  engaged  in  supplying  th» 
Confederate  States  government  with  any  supplies? — A.  I  know  nothing  ab.mt  it;  I 
Was  in  the  North. 

Q.  At  what  tfnie  did  the  bank  repudiate  the  contract  with  Grieff*  and  Znnts  ?'-A* 
A.buat  the  month  of  Jun**,  IdGl,  or  about  one  or  two  months  after  General  Bankft 
'Went  upon  his  expedition. 

Filed  September  19,  1665. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

X^position  of  Selim  Mngner,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  taken  before  Hngb 
Mailden,  notary  public,  nt  his  office  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  on  the 
30th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  Id65. 

Q.  What  is  your  name,  a<;e,  occupation,  and  residence? — A<  Selim  Magner;  near 

•ty-six  years;  notary  public;  and  New  Orleans. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  Mr.  Leon  Qnerouso  ?    What  has  beenhis  principal  occupation  in 

'^liiscity  f  and  have  you,  or  not,  ktiown  him  as  a  member  of  some  of  our  public  in* 

^titutions  here?     [f  yea,  state  which. — A.   I  kn»'W  him  over  twenty  years;  merchant,. 

^n  the  grocery  line.     He  was  a  director  of  the  Bank  of  America  from  its  creation,  and 

^ther.H.  vihich  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  What  was  his  general  reptltation  for  veracity  and  integrity? — A.  One  of  the 
^OHt  honorable  men  in  this  ccnnmunity. 

Q.  In  transsictions  wonld  take  his  representations  as  true? — A.  I  wbnld. 

Q.  l>o  yon  know  anything  in  lelution  to  this  nnit  of  the  United  States  V9,  sundry 
"bales  of  cot  ton  ?— A.  1  know  nothing  about  it ;  never  h«;ard  auy;.hing  about  it. 

Filed  September  19,  1865. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 

Deposition  of  Angnstin  Capdevielle,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  Mord  Sl  Co.,  taken  be- 
fore Hii^h  Madden,  notary  puldir,  ut  his  office  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  on 
the  30th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  18G5. 

Q.  What  is  your  name,  age,  occupation,  and  residence? — A.  My  name  is  Angnstiiv 
Capedevielle;  my  age  is&'S;  collector  of  the  New  Orleans  Insurance  Company;  resi- 
dence. New  Orleans. 

Q.  Have  you  known  Mr.  Leon  Qneronze?  If  yea,  stat^;  how  long.  Has  he  been  a. 
member  of  any  of  our  public  institutions?  and  what  was  his  primipal  occupation  f — 
A.  I  have  known  him  twenty-eight  yeurs;  his  principal  occupation  in  this  city  is  a 
nien-hant  in  the  grocery  line.  1  believe  that  he  was  director  of  the  Bank  of  America- 
$Dd  of  the  lioni.Miuna  Mutual  Insunince  Company. 

Q.  What  was  his  reputation  and  general  character  in  this  community,  as  to  verac- 
ity and  integrity? — A.  His  leputaiiou  waa  very  good;  he  was  considered  a  very 
honest  and  truthful  man. 
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Q.  In  any  transaction  with  him,  would  you,  or  would  you  not,  take  his  representaiioft 
jwtrnef — A.  Yes. 

Cross-examination  by  W.  W.  Withenbury: 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  Mr.  Leon  Queronze,  at  any  time  during  the  late  rebell- 
iouj  was  within  the  lines  of  the  so-called  Southern  Confederacy  or  in  Mexico! — ^A.  I 
don't  know. 

Q.  Was  he  continnally  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans  during  the  late  rebellion,  or  waa 
he  absent  from  the  city  during  that  rebellion  f — A.  He  was  not  here  all  the  time;  I 
heard  from  the  merchants  here  that  he  was  in  Matamoras. 

Q.  Yon  have  answered  in  your  direct  examination  that  you  know  and  believe  Mr. 
<2uerou2e  to  be  a  man  of  truth  and  veracity.  Is  this  opinion  of  him  confined  to  your 
knowledge  of  him  while  in  this  city! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  If  you  were  to  know  by  Mr.  Querouze's  own  testimony  that  any  time  during  his 
absence  from  this  city,  and  dnriiig  the  late  rebellion,  he  had,  in  order  to  sell  property 
within  the  Confi^derate  lines,  and  to  raise  money  therefrom,  deceived  the  party  to 
whom  he  did  sell  said  property  by  misrepresenting  the  manner  in  which  he,  QnerouMp 
had  obtained  said  property,  and  giving  a  false  appearance  to  the  title  of  the  same^ 
would  you  still  believe  him  to  be  a  man  of  truth  and  veracity  f — A.  Yes;  I  would^ 
still  bave  the  same  opinion  of  him. 

Q.  If  you  knew  from  Mr.  Qneronze's  own  testimony  that  he  had  represented  him— > 
self  as  the  agent  of  P.  Garcia,  a  Mexican,  and  had  sold  property  to  another  as  th^ 
property  of  P.  Garcia,  and  received  the  money  therefor,  and  he  should  afterwards 
testify  that  he  never  was  the  agent  of  P.  Garcia,  and  that  P.  Garcia  never  owned  th^^ 
property  so  sold,  bnr  that  the  whole  transaction  was  a  deception  and  subterfuge  fo^r^ 
the  purpose  of  raising  money,  would  you  still  believe  Leon  Qoeronze  to  be  a  man  <^'-M 
truth,  veracity,  and  honor? 

(This  and  the  previous  question  was  here  objected  to  by  Alexis  Robert-,  count 
attending  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  upon  the  ground  that  there  are  no  proofs  befoi 
the  witness  of  the  facts  stated  in  said  questions.) 

A.  I  know  nothing  of  this  suit,  and  persist  in  saying  that  I  believe  Mr.  Qneroi 
to  be  a  man  of  truth  and  veracity ;  that,  if  I  knew  these  facts,  it  would  not  chau^ 
my  opinion  of  Mr.  Querouze. 

Cross-examination  in  behalf  of  the  United  States : 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Qnerouze  in  New  Orleans  when  surrendered  to  the  United 
forces?    If  yea,  how  long  did  he  remain  in  the  city  after  that? — A.  He  was  he 
He  wna  berf  for  two  or  three  months  after. 

Q.  When  he  left  New  Orleans  did  he  go  outside  of  the  Federal  lines  T     If  yea,  wl&^i« 
did  he  go  f — A.  He  went  to  Havana. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Querouze  at  any  time  after  the  surrender  of  New  Orleans  within    ^li« 
Cenfederate  lines  t    If  yea,  where  1 — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Was  any  cotton  under  the  control  of  Mr.  Querouze  seized  by  the  Coufedera»t« 
Government  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Qneronze  a  citi/cn  of  the  United  States  or  not? — A.  Yes;  he  is  a  TkAtMM- 
ralized  citizen. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Qneronze  any  enemy  of  the  Confederate  States  Government? — A,     J 
never  had  his  coiilidence  in  this,  but  I  think  not.  • 

Q.  Do  you  know  Jules  Le  More,  agent  of  G.  A.*Le  More  &  Co.  ?— A.  I  knowtir^> 
brothers  Le  More,  but  do  not  know  the  first  names. 

Filed  September  19,  18(i5. 

GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerl 
Thk  United  States  of  America, 

Southern  District  of  Illinois  88  : 

I,  George  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  Unitecl  States  for  said  southern 
district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  ttiat  the  foregoing  is  a  full,  true,  and  complete 
transcript  of  the  reconl  and  proceedings  had  in  said  court  in  a  certain  canse  lately 

Sending  in  said  court,  in  prize,  wherein  the  United  States  are  libellauts,  and  six  hun- 
red  and  fifty  bales  of  cotton,  one  hundred  coils  of  rope,  sixteen  balen,  eight  rolls, 
and  one  hundred  and  sixty  pieces  of  bagging,  and  twenty-nine  pieces  of  leather; 
seven  hundred  and  eighty-eight  bales  and  fifty-two  sacks  cotton;  four  hundx^ 
nine  bales  and  one  hundred  and  thirty-nine  sacks  of  cotton,  and  one  thousand  balca 
bf  cotton,  is  defendant,  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to  eight  hundred  and  thirty  bales 
of  said  cotton  claimed  by  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  as  the  same  are  now  on  file  and  of 
record  in  my  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  court, 
»t  Springfield,  in  said  district,  this  twenty-second  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  oar 
Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- six,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United 
States  the  ninetieth. 
[BEAL,J  GEORGE  P.  BOWEN.  Ct^k. 
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I  James  H.  McKenoay,  clerk  of  the  Sopreme  Coart  of  the  United  States,  do  herebj 
certify  that  the  foregoing  printed  pages,  nanibered  from  one  to  one  hundred  and 
tventy-niDe,  inclnsiTe,  contain  a  true  copy  of  the  tr  tnscript  of  the  record  in  the  case 
of  6.  A.  Le  More  dc  Co.,  claimants,  appeliants,  v.  the  United  States,  No.  107,  Decem- 
ber term,  1967,  as  the  same  remains  npon  the  tiles  of  said  Supreme  Court. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  hereunto  snbscribe  my  name  and  affix  the  seal  of  said  Su- 
preme Court  at  the  city  of  Washington,  this  30th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1881. 

[SEAL.]  JAMES  H.  McKENNEY, 

Clerk  Supreme  Court  United  Staie$. 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  No.  107.    December  term,  1667. 

6.  A.  Lb  More  Sl  Co.,  claimaists,  ▲ppellamts, 

V, 

The  United  States. 

Appeal  from  the  districi  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois. 

This  is  a  petition  that  the  court  will  cause  to  be  brop^ht  before  it  the  record  and 
pioeeedings  in  a  cause  which  was  argued  and  diHpoaed  of  by  decree  at  the  last  term, 
10  order  to  correct  an  error  in  the  printed  transcript  of  the  record. 
f         To  make  the  allowance  of  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  available  to  them,  through 
[       the  correction  of  the  alleged  error,  it  would  l>e  necessary  to  recall  the  mandate  sent 
I       to  the  inferior  court  to  set  aside  the  decree  rendered  at  the  last  term,  to  rehear  the 
<^Q8e,  and  make  a  new  decree.    This  cannot  be  done  without  reversing  the  settled  and 
uniform  practice  of  the  court,  and  the  petition  must,  of  course,  tie  denied. 
March  '22, 1869. 
True  copy. 
"Fest: 
(SEAL.]  JAMES.  H.  McKENNEY, 

Clerk  Supreme  Court  UniUd  Stata. 

United  States  of  America,  Department  of  State.    No.  181. 

^c^  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting : 

^  certify  that  the  papers  hereto  annexed  [are]  true  copies  from  the  records  and  files 
this  Department. 
,        In  testimony  whereof  I,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
^^ve  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State 
~    be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington,  this  4th  day  of  April,  1881,  and  of  the  Independ- 

of  the  United  States  of  America  the  105th. 
[SEAL.]  JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

Department  of  State,  Washington^  May  18,  1868. 
.  Berthemt  : 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  communication  of  the  3<1  ioHtant,  in  relation  to  the  claim  of 
easrs.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  1  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  matter  has  re- 
ceived due  consideration,  the  result  of  which  is  cxprensed  in  an  opinion  by  the  exam- 
Uer  of  claims  in  this  Departm*  nt,  a  copy  of  which  is  incloHed  for  your  information. 
Accept,  sir,  a  renewed  assurance  of  my  very  high  consideration. 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD. 

Claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  presented  by  the  French  minister. 

Bureau  of  Claims,  May  13,  1868. 

G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  are  a  commercial  firm  established  at  Havre,  Franco. 

Jules  Le  More,  a  brother,  was  one  of  a  firm  established  at  New  Orleans  before  the 
i^bellion,  but  dissolved  in  December,  1^2. 

The  authority  of  this  Government  was  re-CHtablished  at  New  Orleans  on  the  6th  of 
May,  1862. 

un  the  20th  of  May,  1863,  Jules  Le  More  wrote  from  Matamoraa,  in  Mexico,  to  the 
tltimants  at  Havre,  proposing  to  buy  cotton  for  them  in  Texas,  or  Western  Louisiana^ 
^n  under  rebel  control,  and  received  soon  after  a  reply  authorizing  him  to  do  so. 

In  March,  1864,  Jules  Le  More  purchased  for  the  complainants  from  one  Leon  Qney> 
n>iiie  830  bales  of  cotton,  then  on  the  Washita  river,  in  Louisiana.  This  cotton  had 
been  turned  over  to  Qneyrouze  by  the  cotton  bureau  of  the  rebels,  as  an  indemnity 
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for  415  bales  of  cotton  belona^ing  t>o  hini  whic|i  it  h:id  appropriated  at  Brownsrille. 
It  is  said  to  have  been  (»bown  in  belialf  of  the  claimants,  that  Jules  Le  Moiv,  being^ 
nn willing  to  bny  cotton  that  bad  been  owned  by  the  rebel  government,  the  cotton  in 
question  is  represented  by  Qneyroiizn  as  having' been  purchased  from  planttrs. 

In  April,  18H4,  the  cotton  was  stized  by  our  Navy  upon  the  Red  River  expedition. 
It  was  taken  to  Cairo  and  1il>eled  as  prize  of  war.  It  was  sold  by  an  iDterloentory 
decree  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  Slates,  and  proceeds  are  held  subject  to  its 
order. 

The  original  case  was  pending  in  the  district  conrt  in  December  last^  and  prohsbly 
still  is.  1  nndersiand  the  main  que^stions  there  involved  relate  to  the  rights  of  the 
capton*,  and  witether  condemnation  is  to  be  made  on  the  naked  ground  that  tbe  cot- 
ton was  enemy  property,  or  that  it  had  been  acquired  in  violation  of  the  uon-inter- 
Gonrse  acts. 

The  claimants,  with  others,  intervened  in  that  suit,  and  their  claim  was  dismimed 
on  the  ground  that  **  Qneyrouze,  through  whom  they  claim,  was  clearly  within  ibe 
prohibition  [of  the  act*  forbidding  intercourse  with  inhabitanni  of  the  rebel  Ststml. 
He  hnd  no  legal  capacity  to  deal  with  the  Confederate  agent.  He  acqnireil  no  title 
to  the  cotton,  and  consequently  had  none  to  transfer  to  Le  More.  The  fact  tbattbey 
were  citizens  of  France  does  not  alter  t  e  case. 

"If  they  had  puichaHed  dir«*ct,l.v  from  the  Confederate  agent  perhaps  they  wonld 
have  acquired  title.  But  it  is  usele»*s  to  enter  upon  the  discuHsiim  of  that  qiieKtionf 
it  is  enough  for  all  the  purposes  of  this  ciise  to«ay  that  they  received  no  title  to  the 
cotton,  •eeanse  Queyrouze  had  none  to  impart." 

The  French  minister  lays  stress  upon  the  words  I  have  underlined  and  upon  the 
circumstances  that  in  reciting  the  taets  the  court  speaks  of  the  purchase  from  the 
Confederate  agt  nt  as  being  made  early  in  March.  1^64,by  **Qaeyrouze,  a  naturnlized 
citizen  of  the  Unitetl  States,  reMi//tM<7  in  New  Orltana." 

An  appeal  having  been  taken  from  the  decree  of  the  district  court,  it  was  affirmed 
by  the  Supreu»e  Court  of  the  United  States  at  the  last  session.  The  latter  conrt  re- 
peated the  statement  that  Qneyrouz«*  was  a  resitlent  of  New  Orleans,  and  the  decree 
proceeds  upon  the  ground  that  being  an  inhahitaiit  of  territory  itot  in  lUHUrrection, 
coninierciul  intercoui'se  between  liiui  and  inhabit  an ts*of  territory  in  insurrectioo  wm 
prohibited.  Mr.  Hartheniy,in  his  note  of  the  3ii  iusTsnt,  calls  attention  to  the  fact, 
which  he  supports,  as  I  think,  by  sufficient  evidence,  that  the  conrts  of  original  and 
appellate  jiiriH<Iiction  have  fallen  into  an  error  of  fact  in  supponiug  Queyrouze  to  have 
been  a  resitlent  of  New  Orleans  when  he  bought  the  cotton.  He  ha«l  been  in  theivbcl 
service;  was  \vounde<l,  and  was  pennittiHl  t«)  leave  New  Orleans  ft»r  Havana  shortly 
after  our  capture  of  New  Orleans,  aiul  long  hefore  the  purchase.  The  reasoning  of 
the  court  fails  in  his  case  when  t  he  fact  is  corrected.  This  test  imony  for  this  purpose, 
he  says,  the  claimants  could  not  bring  before  ti^e  courts  *'  on  account  of  eircauiMtaiicee 
beyond  their  will."  Mr.  Bartheniy  thinks  iheir  only  recourse  is  to  apply  to  the  Gov- 
ernment [rxecntive,!  8U]>pORe  him  to  mean]  to  correct  the  erroneous  decision. 

lu  suliHtance  this  is  like  asking  a  new  trial  on  the  ground  of  newly-4Uscovere<lt'S* 
timouy.  A  proper  inqniry  upon  such  an  appliuatitui  is  whether,  by  reaiionftble 
diligence,  the  party  would  hav«  tlincovered  the  testimony  in  season  to  have  bad  the 
beuctit  of  it  upon  the  original  trial.  I  cannot  think  the  facts  of  this  cane  weronn- 
known  to  t'le  claiuiantH.  But  aHsuine  that  the  claimants  can  make  a  new  case  ah  to 
the  re«idcnceof  Queyrouze,  and  satisfactorily  exciiKO  them»elveM  for  not  preHeiiting it 
originally,  I  see  uo  reason  why  they  shonld  not  go  to  the  <lisfrit  t  court,  which  I 
assume  still  has  control  of  the  fund,  and  there  have  a  fresh  adjudication  upon  what 
will  be  in  clfutif  a  new  claim.  If  th^ir  niau.igHUient  of  the  case  htv*  l»eeu  Huch  that 
the  judicial  tribunals  will  not  relieve  thent,  unless  it  be  shown  that  there  i»««B*' 
thing  in  the  reHtrictions  of  law  atfectiug  those  trihunals  which  incapacitates  thfin 
from  doing  justice  in  a  case  plainly  denianding  it,  the  Execu'ive  Government  ought 
not  to  interfere.  Such  judicial  incapacity,  if  it  exists,  ought  to  he  declared  by  the 
Judicial  htanch. . 

There  is  another  question  which  the  court  would  probably  consider,  viz:  CoDCpdiog 
that  the  claimants  are  not  barred  by  the.  act  forbidding  intercourse  with  theS'atee 
in  insurrection,  was  not  the  cott<iu  liable  to  cai)ture  and  confihcation  on  other 
grounds?  In  the  case  of  Mrs.  Alexander's  cotton  (2  Wallace,  4n4),  the  Snpr**"'* 
Court  decided  that  her  cotton,  seiz  d  at  about  the  Kanie  time  and  l>y  the  same  forces  that 
aeiztd  the  claimant's,  though  not  a  marifimtf  capture,  was  lawfully  captured  an  enemy 
property,  thongh  bhe  nii^ht  have  had  no  perMinal  sympathy  with  the  rebel  cin^e- 
This  decision  proceeded  on  the  gronnd  that  |Miblic  policy  and  legislation  juKtitied* 
discriminati(Ui  against  cotton,  in  consequence  of  its  peculiar  value  in  ofuitrihnting  t^ 
the  rebelli«ui  while  other  private  propi-rtv  upon  land  would,  upon  general  principle*! 
be  exempt  from  captnre.  It  nniy  be  that  the  ciaimantH,  as  nentral  residents  of* 
foreign  state,  uiay  establish  an  exempt iou  in  their  favor,  to  which  a  loyal  inhahitaiit 
of  the  (rebel)  territory  was  not  i-ntii  led.  Such  loyal  person,  or  any  claimant,  uiight 
at  any  time  within  two  \eara  all^i  Vbc^  ^wv^i^ssion  of  the  rebellion  bring  suit  in  the 


FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  417 

nrt  of  Claims  for  the  proceeds  of  the  oaptured  property  and  have  a  decree'  in  bis 
ror  apon  ahowins  that  he  has  given  aid  or  comfort  to  the  rebellion.  Whether  this 
«  not  the  remedy,  and  the  exclusive  remedy  for  the  claimants,  if  they  had  any, 
ieh,  by  lapse  of  time  and  their  own  neglect  or  bad  advice  may  have  been  lost  to 
m,  are  jooicial  questions.  ' 

Fpon  conference  with  the  coansel  of  the  Treasury  Department  I  learn  the  ori^nal 
;  is  to  be  brought  to  a  hearing  before  the  district  court  in  Illinois  at  the  nozt  June 
n.  It  is  expected  that  tbe  proceeds  of  the  cotton  will  be  ordered  to  be  paid  over 
he  Treasury,  with  perhaps  a  deduction  for  military  salvage  to  the  captors.  The 
mants  will  then  have  an  opportunitv  to  make  application  to  that  court.  They 
r  fail,  because  the  determination  oi  the  Supreme  Court  on  tbe  appeal  mav  be 
med  as  concluding  the  court  of  original  jurisdiction  from  further  action.  If  the 
ley  is  ordered  to  oe  paid  into  the  Treasury,  then  the  claimants  mav  bring  their 
lOo  in  the  Court  of  Claims  '*  within  two  years  after  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion." 
it  date  may  be  taken  to  be  August  20,  1866,  when  the  President  proclaimed  the 
irrection  at  an  end.  By  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  March  2,  1867  (14  Stat. 
),  Congress  appear  to  have  recognized  this  as  tbe  true  date  by  continuing  the 
ration  of  a  previous  act  for  three  years  *'  after  the  close  of  the  rebellion,  as  an- 
iQced  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  by  proclamation  bearing  date  the  20th 
r  of  August,  1866." 

t  is  of  course  for  the  claimants  to  determine  in  what  manner  they  will  seek  relief. 
Jl  that  is  here  important  is  that  they  have  not  shown  themselves  to  have  exhausted 
lir  legal  remedies,  and  therefore  do  not  raise  a  case  for  diplomatic  discussion. 

E.  PESHINE  SMITH, 

Examiner,  ^c 

No.  229.— Received  April  25, 1881.— Le  More  &,  Co.,  No.  1. 

tlNITBD  STATKS  of  AMBRICA,  DEPARTMENT  OF  StaTB. 

sll  to  whom  these  presents  shall  comci  greeting: 

[eertify  that  the  papers  hereto  annexed  are  true  copies  from  the  files  of  this  De- 
rtment. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
^▼e  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State 
be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington,  this  2Ist  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the  Inde- 
odence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  105th. 

[l  b.]  JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

[TmiBltttioii.] 

Lboatioit  of  France  to  the  United  States, 

Woihingionj  May  3, 1868. 

isL  Secretary  :  Mr.  de  Geofroy,  when  charg6  d'affaires  of  France  in  Washington, 
qoently,  and  particularly  on  the  13th  of  June,  1864,  had  the  honor  to  call  your  at- 
tion  to  a  claim  instituted  by  Le  More  &  Co.,  French  subjects,  for  cotton  seized  in 
>  month  of  April  of  that  year  by  Captain  Foster,  of  the  United  States  Navy,  on 
banks  of  the  Washita  Biver,  in  Louisiana.  In  yonr  reply,  on  the  19tb  of  August 
owing,  your  excellency  informed  Mr.  de  Geofroy  that  the  United  States  Govern- 
It  could  accept  no  responsibility  for  that  act  of  war  till  those  interested  had  ob- 
led  a  judgment  of  some  court  of  record  in  favor  of  their  claim  for  the  confiscated 
ds.  In  accordance  with  that  suggestion,  the  party  concerned  brought  suit  in  the . 
aict  court  of  Illinois,  sitting  as  a  prize  court,  and  in  the  United  States  Supreme 
irt. 

heir  claim  having  been  rejected  in  both  cases,  their  only  resource  now  is  to  appeal 
he  Government,  the  last  resort  for  foreigners  against  the  decisions  of  a  court  act- 
in  matters  of  international  law.  They  do  not  nesitate  to  use  this  right,  because 
Y  think  they  can  prove,  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  by  documents  procured  since  the 
t  judgment,  the  inaccuracy  of  the  material  facts  upon  which  that  J  ndgment  was 
aded,  and  which  is  against  them. 

liese  documents,  of  which  authentic  copies  are  inclosed,  establish  in  fact  that  Mr. 
ynHLTs,  finom  whom  Le  More  &.  Co.  purchased  the  cotton  in  question,  was  at  that 
e,  when  the  sale  took  place,  in  the  service  of  the  Confederacy,  and  not,  as  stated  in 
judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court,  "  a  naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States  re- 
ng  in  New  Orleans.'^ 

fr.  Qoeyronze  was,  therefore,  in  the  same  legal  XM>sition  towards  the  purchasers,  who 
re  foreigners,  as  any  other  rebel  citizen  would  have  been ;  and,  consequently,  the 
asaction  between  them  and  him  gave  them  a  title  that  cannot  be  annulled  by  section 
r  tlw  act  of  the  13th  of  July,  1861,  prohibiting  all  trade  between  the  Union  and 
States  declared  to  be  in  insurrection. 

H.  Ex.  233 27 
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This  priiiciple  was  iDdirectly  reeognized  in  the  decisioD  of  the  district  court,  where 
it  says:  '*  If  they  (Le  More  &  Co.)  had  purchased  directly  from  the  Confederate  agent, 
they  mi^ht,  perhaps,  have  acquired  a  title." 

Now,  it  is  precisely  because  they  werejn  the  sitaation  specified  by  the  judges  that 
the  claimants  hope  the  Federal  Government,  in  a  spirit  of  equity,  will  cause  a  new 
examination  of  the  testimony  they  could  not  bring  before  the  courts,  on  account  of 
circumstances  beyond  their  will,  and  which  they  believe  will  change  the  legal  aspect 
of  their  claim. 

These  reasons,  Mr.  Secretary,  seem  serious  enough  to  authorize  me  to  ask  yon  to 
have  the  goodness  to  recommend  this  affair  to  the  benevolent  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury. 

As  the  judgment  ordering  the  deposit  of  the  procee^ls  of  the  seizure  in  the  public 
treasury  may  be  soon  given,  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  say  that  it  is  of  great  importance 
to  Le  More  &  Co.  to  have  this  point  examined  before  the  case  is  finally  decided,  and 
they  respectfully  request  a  revision  of  the  sentence. 

rwill  be  very  much  obliged  to  your  excellency  if  you  will  have  this  matter  at- 
tended to  as  soon  as  possible. 

Accept,  Mr.  Secretary,  the  assurances  of  my  high  consideration. 

BERTHEMT. 

Hon.  William  H.  Seward,  &c. 

Document  A.— Ne  varietur.    New  Orleans,  March,  18()8.    A.  E.  Bienvenue,  N.  P. 

Received  of  Leon  Queyrouze  the  sum  of  eighty  dollars,  for  passage  to  Havana  in 
the  steamer  Ocean  Bird. 
Pajaro  del  Ockano,  New  Orleans, 

10  November  1862. 

PUIG  BROTHERS, 
By  A.  OZTENBUCH. 

Les  soussign^s  docteurs  en  m^decine  certifient  que  le  14  du  mois  d'avril  dernier,  le 
Major  L.  Queyrouse  est  arrive  dans  cette  ville  porteur  d^ine  blcssure  b,  la  cuisse  droite, 
faite  par  le  projectile  d'uue  arme  ^  feu. 

La  bftlle  avait  traverse  les  parties  molles  h  un  demi  pouce  au-dessns  de  la  rotole 
daus  nue  direction  oblique  de  haut  en  has  et  de  dehors  en  dedans.  La  blessore  par 
elle-mSme  n'ofirait  aucuue  apparence  de  ^ravit<^,  mais  la  condition  g^n^rale  dn  ma- 
lade  ^tait  faite  pour  inspirer  de  sdrieuses  inquietudes.  II  ^tait  dans  I'^tat  typhiqne 
tr^s  remarquable  oti  6taient  plong<^.s  la  plupart  des  blesses  ou  des  malades  qae  noni 
avons  eu  occasion  de  soigner  h  la  Nonvelle -Orleans,  apr^  la  bataille  de  Shiloh.  Lea 
fatigues  excessives  qui  ont  acoompagn^  la  retraite  dans  cette  action  memorable,  Fex- 
position  pendant  48  hours  h  nne  pluie  battante  sans  aucun  abri,  la  privation  den'onrri- 
ture,  les  secousses  de  v^hicules  mal  suspendus,  les  Amotions  morales  si  vives  etri 
profondes  par  lesquelles  ont  pass6  des  hommes  qui  jusqu'alors  n'avaient  eu  ancnne 
nabitude  de  la  vie  des  camps,  d^velopp<$eschez  lui  en  excitation  c^r^brale  tr^s  intense, 
suivie  de  prostrations  alternatives  tr^s  prononc^es,  ainsi  qu'uue  prMisposition  i 
toutes  les  inflammations  de  viscera  ou  des  membres  blesses. 

C'est  ce  qui  arriva  an  Major  L.  Queyrouse  ;  trois  jours  apr^s  son  arriv^e,  il  ftt  pM 
d'un  ^rysipMe  phlegmoneux  qui  partant  de  sa  blessure  sWendit  de  l^  rapidement 
jusqu'&  Vextr^mite  inf^rieure  de  la  jambe  et  est  remont^  h,  une  assez  grande  distance 
du  genou,  k  la  partie  extreme  et  inf^iieure  de  la  cuisse. 

Cet  accident,  d'une  extreme  gravity,  a  mis  les  jours  de  M.  le  Major  L.  QneyrouM 
dans  le  plus  grand  danger,  et  n^cessit^S  de  larges  et  profondes  incisions  dans  toate 
P^tendu  du  membre ;  une  abondante  suppuration  S'on  est  suivie.  La  cicatrisation, 
comme  il  anive  dans  ces  cas,  a  6t6  leutC)  et  ce  u'est  que  depuis  pen  de  jours  qae  I* 
dernit^re  de  ces  places  s'est  ferm^e. 

N^anmoins,  le  membre  est  encore  faible,  rigide,  le  tlssn  cellulaire  est  le  si^ge  d'nn 
oed^me  dur,  et  de  longtemps,  le  Major,*  quoiqne  hors  de  tout  danger,  ne  sera  en  ctat  de 
reprendre  un  service  activf. 

jJouvelle-OrMans,  7  juin  1862. 

E.  BOITLIN,  M.  D. 
MANIER,  Dr. 
P.  A.  LAMBERT. 

Document  C. — Addressed  to  General  Beauregard. 

physicians'  certificate  of  health. 

We,  the  undersigned  medical  doctors,  certify  that  on  the  14th  of  April  last  Miyof 
L.  Queyrouze  came  to  this  city  with  a  wound  in  his  right  thigh,  caused  by  a  projec- 
tile from  a  fire>arm. 


r 
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The  ball  had  penetrated  the  fleshy  parts  half  an  inch  ahove  the  patella  (knee), 
obliquely  from  without  and  downward. 

The  wound  in  itself  was  not  serious,  hut  the  patient's  general  disposition  causes 
mine  fear.  He  was  in  that  remarkable  \yphoid  stat>e  we  had  observed  in  all  the  pa- 
tients we  bad  to  attend  in  New  Orleans  after  the  battle  of  Shiloh.  Excessive  fatigue 
eodured  by  those  engaged  in  that  memorable  battle,  the  exposure  to  ^lelting  rains  for 
forty-eight  hours  during  the  retreat,  the  privation  of  food,  the  jolts  m  hard  wagons, 
agony  of  mind  to  those  unused  to  camp  life — all  these  combined  canses  created  a  cere- 
bral excitement,  followed  by  prostration  and  a  tendancy  to  iiitiammatiou  of  the  vis- 
oeraaDd  wounded  limbs. 

Such  was  Major  L.  Qneyrouse's  situation  on  his  arrival  in  this  city.  Three  day§ 
after  a  phlegmonous  erysipelas  surrounded  the  wound  and  extended  above  and  below 
the  koee. 

Tfais  serious  accident  endangered  the  life  of  Major  L.  Queyrouze.  The  limb  was 
pnnctnred,  and  abundant  pus  flowed  out.  Healing  took  place  very  slowly,  as  it  al- 
wf^s  does  in  such  cases,  and  it  is  but  a  few  days  since  the  last  of  the  sores  healed. 

The  limb  is  still  weak  and  stiff.  There  is  a  bard  edema  in  the  cellular  tissue  of  the 
leg,  and  though  the  major  is  now  in  no  danger  it  will  be  some  time  before  he  can  re- 
sume active  service. 

New  Orleans,  7  June,  1862. 

E.  BOULIN,  M.D. 

MERCIER,  Dr. 

P.  A.  LAMBERT,  W.  P. 

Docament  B.— Ne  varietur.     New  Orleans,  March  6,  1868.    A.  E.  Bienvenu,  notary 

public. 

STATE  OF  LOUISIANA. 

%  Thomas  Overton  Moore,  governor  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  and  commander-in- 
chief  of  the  militia  thereof,  in  the  name  and  by  the  authority  of  the  State  of  Louis- 
iaoa : 

Know  ye,  that  Leon  Queyrouze,  having  been  duly  and  legally  elected  on  the  19th 
^ebraary,  1862,  major  of  the  Regiment  Orleans  Guards,  First  Brigade,  volunteer  troops 
of  the  njilitia  of  Louisiana,  to  serve  for  the  term  of  three  years  from  date,  I  do  hereby 
Appoint  and  commission  him  major  as  aforesaid,  to  rank  as  such  from  the  19th  day  of 
I'ebruary,  1862. 

He  Is,  therefore,  carefully  and  diligently  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office  hy  do- 
ing and  performing  all  manner  of  things  thereto  belonging. 

And  I  do  strictly'  charge  and  require  all  officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  and 
privates  under  his  command,  to  be  obedient  to  his  orders  as  major;  and  he  is  to  ob- 
*erve  and  follow  such  orders  and  direction?*,  from  time  to  time,  as  he  shall  receive  from 
tte  or  the  future  governor  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  or  other  superior  officers,  accord- 
ing to  the  rules  and  articles  of  war  and  in  conformity  to  law. 

h  testimony  whereof  1  have  caused  these  letters  to  be  made  patent  and  the  seal  of 
Restate  to  he  hereunto  annexed. 

Given  under  my  hand  at  the  city  of  Baton  Rouge,  on  the  20th  day  of  February,  in 
^  year  of  our  Lord  1862. 
.     [81AL.]  THO.  O.  MOORE. 


By  the  governor: 


P.  D.  HARDY, 
Secretary  of  State. 


,  If  Manuel  Grivot,  adjutant  and  inspector-general  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  do 
J^^eby  certify  that  Major  Leon  Queyrouze,  uunied  in  the  within  commisnion,  did,  on 
**>©  20th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  18<)2,  deposit  in  my  office  his  written  accept- 
ance of  the  office  to  which  he  is  commissioned,  and  his  oath  of  office  taken  according 

M.  GRIVOT, 
Adjutant  and  Inspector  ^General, 

^ATi  OF  Louisiana, 

City  of  New  OrleanB  : 

B«  it  known  that  on  this  day,  before  me,  Alexander  Emile  Bienvenu,  a  notary  public 
^n  »nd  for  this  city  and  parish  of  Orleans,  Slate  of  Louisiana,  duly  commissioned  and 
'*om,  personally  came  and  appeared  Messrs.  Magin  Plug,  Alphonse  Tertron,  Leon 


420  FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS    COMMISSION. 

Qaeyrouze,  and  Abner  Benvist  Charpautier,  all  raiding  in  that  city,  who,  being  sworn 
OD  the  Holy  EvaDgelist,  declared  as  follows,  viz : 

Mr.  Magin  Pin|^  says  that  on  the  10th  of  November,  1862,  Mr.  Lieon  Qneyroaze  paid 
to  the  house  of  Ping  Brothers,  of  which  affiaift  is  a  member,  tho  sam  of  |dO  for  his  pas- 
sage on  board  of  the  Spanish  steamer  Paiaro  del  Oceano  ftt>m  that  city  to  Havana. 
He  fnrther  says  that  on  the  day  and  at  the  moment  said  vessel  left  her  mooriDjssin 
this  city,  he  saw  Mr.  Leon  Queyronse  on  board  of  said  vessel  going  down  stream. 
Said  vessel  left  this  port  on  the  11th  day  of  November,  1862. 

That  the  receipt  hereto  annexed  and  marked  A  is  the  ffennine  receipt  signed  by  A 
Ontenback  for  his ,  and  given  to  L.  Queyroitze  for  nis  passage  as  above  stated. 

Mr.  Alphonse  Tertron  declared  that  on  the  11th  of  November,  1^2,  affiant  left  this 
por^  for  Havana,  in  company  with  Mr.  Leon  Queyronse,  on  board  of  the  Spanish 
steamer  Pajaro  del  Oceano;  that  whilst  in  port,  and  a  short  time  before  the  vessel  left 
her  moorings,  he  saw  in  the  hands  of  Leon  Queyronse  and  read  the  order  of  General 
Butler  expelling  the  said  L.  Queyronse  from  this  city  and  the  United  States,  which 
order  was  signed  by  Major  Strong  of  General  Bn  tier's  staif.  That  on  the  Saturday  pro* 
vions  to  the  departure  of  the  vessel,  affiant  left  the  prison  where  he  had  been  confined 
in  company  with  the  said  L.  Queyronse ;  and  whilst  in  prison  both  affiant  and  Mij. 
L.  Queyronse  received  copies  of  the  order  above  recited  of  General  Butler  exiling 
them  from  this  city  and  the  United  States,  which  order  concerning  MaJ.  L.  Qneyronse 
Affiant  saw  and  read  in  presant. 

That  a  few  days  after  their  departure  from  this  city,  affiant  andMig.  L.Qaejronse 
arrived  at  Havana,  where  tfiey  remained  until  the  latter  part  of  March,  1863,  atabont 
which  time  affiant  and  Maj.  Queyronse  left  Havana  and  went  to  Matamoras,  Re- 
public of  Mexico,  where  both  resided  until  the  su^ender  of  the  Confederates  to  the 
United  States  forces.  That  during  the  time  they  resided  in  Matamoras  Maj.  L.Qnej- 
rouse  absented  himself  once  on  business  and  went  to  Monterey,  Mex. ;  from  thence 
to  Texas,  and  in  the  parishes  of  Caldwell  and  Washington,  in  this  State.  Affiant  poe- 
itively  swears  that  from  the  time  Maj.  L.  Queyronse  left  the  port  of  New  Orleans  with 
^ant  to  the  time  of  the  surrender  of  the  Confederate  forces  M^.  L.  Qneyronse  never 
was  for  a  moment  within  the  Federal  lines,  and  that  when  M^j.  L.  Queyronse  was 
within  that  portion  of  Louisiana,  as  above  stated,  that  portion  of  the  State  was  then 
under  the  Confederates  rules ;  that  affiant  and  Maj.  L.  Queyronse  w^re  both  in  the 
service  of  the  Confederates  at  the  battle  of  Shiloh,  Maj.  L.  Queyronse  acting  then  as 
major  of  the  New  Orleans  Guards  battalion,  of  which  affiant  was  himself  a  member, 
which  battalion  belongs  to  Preston  Pond^s  brigade  in  Rnggles's  division. 

That  during  said  battle  of  Shiloh  Maj.  L.  Queyronse  received  a  serious  wonndon 
the  right  knee,  which  placed  him  out  of  service. 

Maj.  Leon  Queyronse  says  that  in  the  second  part  of  the  year  1861  affiant  was  major 
of  the  regiment  of  Orleans  Guards,  Louisiana  militia ;  that  General  Beauregard,  com- 
manding the  Confederate  forces  then  at  Corinth,  Miss.,  made  a  call  for  volonteers 
from  the  State  of  Louisiana ;  that  a  portion  of  the  members  of  the  Orleans  Gnardi 
regiment  responded  to  the  call,  and  formed  a  battalion  called  the  Orleans  Gaaidi 
battalion,  of  which  affiant  was  appointed  major  on  the  19th  of  February,  1862,  by  | 
Thomas  O.  Moore,  then  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  as  it  appears  by  the  | 
comnfission  delivered  t<i  him,  hereto  annexed  and  marked  B.  j 

That  on  the  18th  of  March  following  affiant  left  that  city  with  his  battalion  ftr  i 
Corinth  to  join  General  Beauregard.  That  after  their  arrival  and  incorporation  in  jj 
the  army  of  General  Beauregard  they  marched  to  the  field  of  Shiloh,  where  they  gate  j 
battle  to  the  forces  of  the  United  States  on  the  6th  of  April,  1862.  That  during  the  | 
battle,  and  whilst  engaged  in  the  fight,  affiant  received  a  musket  ball  in  the  knee,  I 
which  entirely  disabled  him,  from  wnence  he  was  taken  to  the  camp  near  Corinth.       | 

Three  or  four  days  after  being  in  camp  he  left  for  that  city,  where  he  arrived  in  the  | 
night  of  the  14th  or  15th  of  April,  1862. 

That  affiant  remained  sick  in  this  city  until  the  latter  part  of  July,  when,  with  per- 
mission of  the  military  authorities  commanding  here,  he  went  for  a  short  time  to 
Bearer's  Creek,  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana,  from  whence  he  returned  in  the 
latter  part  of  September ;  that  he  hereto  annexes  a  certificate  of  doctors  of  the  date 
of  the  7th  of  June,  1862,  and  marked  C,  showing  the  condition  in  which  affiant  was 
then ;  that  one  or  two  days  after  his  return  here  affiant  went  to  General  Butler  to  ask 
him  to  be  exchanged  for  Federal  officers,  when  the  general  answered,  **Take  him  to 
prison ! "  from  whence  he  was  taken  to  prison  in  this  city,  where  he  remained  until  one 
day  before  his  departure  for  Havana.  That  whilst  in  prison  he  was  several  time* 
asked  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  United  States,  which  he  declined  doing, 
when  at  last  he  was  ordered  to  take  the  oath  or  be  exiled  within  twenty-four  hoan 
Affiant  having  refused  to  take  the  oath,  he  received  an  order  from  General  Bntler, 
signed  by  Major  Strong,  commanding  him  to  leave  this  city  and  the  United  States; 
whereupon  the  same  day,  in  the  evening,  affiant  was  let  out  of  prison,  and  on  the  lOth 
day  of  November,  1862,  he  engaged  and  paid  his  passage  for  Havana  on  board  of  the 
steamer  Pajaro  del  Oceano*,  and  affiant  left  this  port  on  board  the  said  steamer,  on 
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the  nth  day  of  Novemher,  1862,  and  arriyed  ia  Havana  on'  or  about  the  14th  of  the 
lame  month,  where  he  remained  until  the  latter  part  of  March,  1863,  when  he  left  for 
If  atamoras,  Mexico,  on  board  of  the  Spanish  bark  Florida  Blanco. 

That  he  resided  in  Matamoras  to  the  end  of  the  war  with  tho  United  States,  save 
;lie  voyage  which  he  made  from  Matamoras  to  Monterey,  Mex. ;  then  to  Texas  and 
[^oisiana,  then  in  possession  of  the  Confederate  States ;  that  he  went  as  far  as  the 
»arish  of  Oaachita,  and  returned  bv  the  same  route  to  Matamoras ;  and  affiant  further 
itatee  that  from  the  moment  he  left  the  port  of  New  Orleans  to  the  end  of  the  war 
vith  the  United  Statee  he  never  was  for  a  moment  within  the  Federal  lines ;  and 
Tirther,  affiant  says  that  the  signatures  of  Doctors  Boulin,  Mercier,  and  Lambert, 
iffixed  to  the  certificate  marked  C,  and  above  referred  to,  are  the  genuine  signatures 
if  these  parties,  and  were  given  to  him  at  the  date  specified  on  said  document,  for 
^e  purpose  of  being  sent  to  General  Beauregard  to  show  his  inability  to  attend  mili- 
tary service  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Abner  B.  Charpantier  says  that  on  the  day  of  the  departure  of  Maj.  L.  Qneyrouse 
Gdt  Havana,  on  boiu^  of  the  steamer  Pajaro  del  Oceano,  affiant  accompanied  him  to  the 
■ieamer,  saw  Major  Qneyrouse  on  board,  and  remained  on  the  wharf  until  the  lines  of 
said  steamer  were  let  loose  and  the  steamer  went  down  stream  with  Major  L.  Qney- 
louae  on  board.  That  to  his  knowledge,  and  it  was  of  public  notoriety,  that  the  said 
L.  Qaeyrouse  was  major  of  the  Orleans  Guards  battalion,  had  taken  part  in  the  battle 
of  Sbiloh,  and  was  there  wounded. 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 

MAGIN  PING. 

A.  TERTROU. 

A.  B.  CHARPANTIER. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  6th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1868. 

A.  E.  BIENVENU, 

Notary  Public, 

I,  the  undersigned,  Alexander  E.  Bienvenu,  notary  public  as  aforesaid,  duly  com- 
missioned and  sworn,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  above-named  Leon  Qneyrouse,  Magin 
Hog,  Alphonse  Tertrou,  and  Abner  B.  Charpantier,  all  personally  known  to  me,  came 
*Dd  appeared  before  me  as  aforesaid,  and,  after  being  duly  sworn  on  the  Holy  Evange- 
list, severally  made  the  foregoing  declarations^  and  affixed  their  names  thereto  in  my 
presence. 

.  Given  under  my  hand  and  seal  at  the  city  of  New  Orleans  aforesaid  on  that  6th  day 
of  March,  A.  D.  1868. 

[bkal.]  a.  E.  BIENVENU, 

Notary  Public. , 

Circuit  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  fifth  judicial  circuit  and  district  of  Louisi- 
ana.   Clerk's  office. 

I  certify  that  A.  E.  Bienvenu,  whose  genuine  signature  and  seal  are  affixed  to  the 
foi^going  act,  is,  and  was  at  the  time  of  signing  and  sealing  the  same,  a  notary  public 
band  for  the  city  and  parish  of  New  Orleans,'duly  commi£8ioned  and  qualified,  and 
iUt  all  his  acts  as  such  are  entitled  to  full  faith  and  credit. 

Witness  my  hand  and  seal  of  said  court  at  New  Orleans,  this  7th  day  of  March, 
A.  D.  1868. 

[SEAL.]  F.  B.  VINOT, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

No.  230.— Received  April  25, 1881.— Le  More  &,  Co.— No.  3. 

United  States  of  America,  Department  of  Stats. 

1*0  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  the  paper  hereto  annexed  is  a  true  copy  firom  the  files  of  this  Depart- 
ment. 

lo  testimony  whereof  I,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
we  hereunto  subscribed  my  name,  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State 
k>  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  21st  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the  in- 
lependenoe  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  105th. 

[L.  g.]  JAMES  6.  BLAINE. 
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Claim  of  Le  Mare  4"  Oo. 

Bureau  of  Claims,  May  27,  leMj8. 

Mr.  Berthemy,  upon  peniScil  of  my  report  in  this  case  of  the  —  instant,  iu  which 
I  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  claimants  did  not  show  themselves  to  have  ex- 
hansted  their  remedies,  sn^fgests  several  difficulties,  some  of  which  I  have  antici- 
pated in  the  way  of  the  clain)ants  obtaining  relief  through  the  judiciary,  and  aaks 
the  Secretary  to  inform  him  whether  the  Department  still  holds  the  opinion  it  has 
expressed,  so  that,  resting  on  this  authority,  he  may  in  some  way  put  the  claimantJi 
in  position  once  more  to  apply  to  the  courts. 

I  am  not  confident  that  I  understand  what  Mr.  Berthemy  desires.  The  opinion 
expressetl  was  that  the  claimants  have  been  denied  relief  by  the  courts  upon  a 
case  which  tiiey  think  can  now  so  vary  by  new  evidence  as  to  entitle  thera  to  the 
proceeds  of  their  cotton  under  the  principles  declared  by  the  courts.  They  ongbt  to 
go  to  those  court 8. for  a  rehearing.  That  upon  such  an  applicaticm  these  questions 
might  arise  :  Isr.  Whether  the  new  evidence,  if  it  had  been  before  the  courts,  would 
have  changed  their  decision.  2d.  If  it  would,  whether  the  claimants  were  so  far 
guiltless  of  any  laches  in  producing  that  evidence  upon  the  original  hearing  as  that 
thej*  ought  now  to  be  allowed  to  open  the  judgment  against  them  for  the  purpose 
of  introducing  it;  and  3d,  whether,  if  it.  was  an  unfortunate  ignorance  of  facts,  and 
no^  neglect,  which  prevented  their  production  of  the  now  evidence,  thecase  is  in  such 
a  condition  that  any  Judicial  relief  can  now  be  given.  It  is  only  in  case  the  tirst 
two  questions  receive  an  affirmative  answer,  and  the  third  a  negative  one,  that  there 
can  be  any  foundation  for  a  claim  upon  this  Government  through  the  Executive  De- 
parfment.  Even  on  that  hypothesis,  if  the  claimant,  having  had  his  day  in  court, 
has  lost  a  good  case  through  some  misfortune,  without  fault  ou  the  part  of  this  Got* 
ernment  in  impeding  his  presentation  of  it,  it  is  plain  there  would  [be]  no  ground 
for  national  responsibility. 

The  questions  I  have  suggested  are  clearly  ones  for  judicial  solution,  and  the  claim- 
ants ought  to  seek  an  answer  to  them  in  the  appropriate  tribunal  before  resort  is  had 
to  diplomatic  discussion.  ' 

That  the  application  to  the  judiciary  may  prove  fruitless  la  not,  I  think,  a  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  made. 

This  Department  should  be  put  in  a  position  to  know  that  the  last  step  possible  t^ 
be  taken  for  correcting  the  alleged  error  in  the  judgment  against  the  claimants  hs' 
been  taken. 

It  cannot  foresee  that  the  judges  will  not  discover  and  apply  some  method  of  givin-t 
relief  if  justice  demands  it. 

E.  PESHINE  SMITH, 

Examintr,  fe. 

No.  231.— Received  April  25,  1881.— Le  More  &  Co.,  No.  2. 

United  States  of  America,  Department  of  Static. 
To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting: 

I  certify  that  the  papers  hereto  annexed  are  true  copies  from  the  files  of  this  I? 
partment. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  Statf 
have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State 
be  affixed. 

Done  at  city  of  Washington,  this  2lst  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the  indepei^* 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  105th. 

[SEAL.]  JAMES  O.  BLAINB. 

Washington,  May  23,  J870. 

Mr.  Secretary  of  State  :  Under  date  of  May  21, 1869,  the  Connt  de  Favemey,  » 
that  time  charg^  d'affaires  of  France,  addressed  to  the  Department  of  State  a  not* 
relative  to  the  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  He  therein  stated  the  sitnatio?) 
of  this  affair,  the  claimants,  according  to  the  advice  which  had  been  given  them  by 
the  Department  of  State,  having  exhausted  all  the  means  of  redress  which  were  af- 
forded them  by  the  courts. 

During  the  month  of  August  following,  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  requested  tb0 
Connt  de  Faverney  to  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  the  Department  of  State  a  print«i 
statement  wherein  their  principal  arguments  were  set  forth.  •> 

This  statement  was  likewise  transmitted  to  you.    All  that  time,  however,  it  had 

been  impossible  for  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  to  procure  authentic  copies  of  c<^ 

tain  documents  of  great  importance  to  the  success  of  their  cause.    They  are  now  in 

possession  of  these  papers,  and  they  request  me  to  submit  them  to  yon  ascompletini 

the  proofs  heretofore  commun\cttte^\)y  tVitb  l^^ation  to  the  Department  of  State. 


1 
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These  documents,  an  antheutio  copy  of  which  is  annexed,  show,  Ist.  That  Messrs. 
6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  claimed  two  lots  of  cotton,  one  323  bales  and  the  other  of  830 
baled,  which  hu<l  beeu  sold  at  Cairo  by  the  U.  S.  marshal,  and  that  they  gained  their 
caose  in  respect  to  the  lot  of  223  bales  (Document  A). 

Id  this  first  affair,  the  validity  of  the  status  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  as 
French  citizens,  purehiisers  in  good  faith,  and  their  right  to  recover  the  said  lot  of 
cotton  were  judicially  recognized  by  the  district  court;  the  product  of  the  sale  of  cot- 
ton,  the  expenses  incurred  having  been  deducted,  was  awarded  and  paid  to  them. 

'2d.  That  with  regard  to  the  second  affair  (Document  B),  the  decision  was  adverse 
to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  «&  Co.,  who  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States. 

Now,  it  appears  from  the  papers  deposited  with  the  Supreme  Court,  that  in  this 
case  the  adverse  decisions  of  this  same  tribunal  and  of  the  district  court  are  both 
baaed  on  an  error  of  fact;  the  judgment  and  the  order  confirming  them  incorrectly 
sopposiug  that  Mr.  L^on  Querouze,  who  had  sold  them  the  m30  bales,  was  domiciled 
at  Xew  Orleans  at  the  time  when  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  <&  Co.  had  purchased  them 
of  him.  This  error  having  been  recognized,  as  well  by  the  comparison  of  the  papers 
in  manuscript  with  the  papers  in  print,  as  by  the  subsequent  documents  mentioned  in 
the  statement,  does  not  justice  demantt  that  the  second  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le 
More  &,  Co.  should  be  regarded  in  the  same  light  as  the  first,  and  declared  good  and 
valid  f 

lo  other  words,  in  the  first  of  these  afifairs  the  court  establishes  in  favor  of  Messrs. 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  principles  of  law  and  equity  which  are  equally  applicable  to 
ihe  second,  and  which  would  assuredly  have  been  applied  thereto  had  it  not  beeii 
for  the  error  with  regard  to  the  residence  of  Mr.  L^on  Querouze. 

In  fact  the  two  lot«  of  cotton,  as  is  shown  by  the  papers,  were  acquired  under  the 
aame  conditions  of  time,  locality,  payment,  possession,  removal,  &c. ;  the  only  dif- 
ference consists  in  the  fact  that  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  purchased  the  323  bales 
of  Messrs.  Lazarre  &.  Pargoud,  whereas  they  purchased  the  830  bales  of  Mr.  L6on 
Qaeroiize. 
Accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurances  of  my  very  high  consideration. 

BERTHEMY. 
Hon.  Hamilton  Fish. 

CA.> 

In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois. — Sat- 
urday, January  6th,  A.  D.  Iti66,  before  the  honorable  Samuel  H.  Treat,  judge. 

The  United  States 

V. 

Six  hundred  and  fifty  bales  of  cotton, 
ope  hundred  coils  of  rope,  sixteen-  bales, 
^i^ht  rolls  and  one  huudred  and  sixty  pieces 
of  bagging  and  twenty -nine  pieces  of  ^  In  prize, 
leather,  seven  hundred  and  eighty-eight 
bales  and  fifty-two  sacks  of  cottpn,  four 
bandred  and  nine  bales  and  one  hundred 
ftnd  thirty-nine  sacks  of  cotton,  and  one 
thousand  bales  of  cotton. 

The  cause  having  beeu  heard  at  this  time  upon  the  libels,  the  claim  and  answer  of 
^-  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustave  A.  Le  More  and  Leon  tine  Le  More, 
<^laiinants  of  323  bales  of  cotton,  by  Jules  Le  More,  their  agent,  and  the  testimony 
unfile,  and  it  appearing  to  the  court  from  the  evidence  that  the  said  G.  A.  Le  More  &, 
Co.,  claimants,  are  the  owners  of  309  bales  of  said  cotton,  and  they  are  the  subjects 
of  the  Emperor  of  France,  not  residing  within  the  jurisdiction  and  territory  of  the 
United  States ; 

And  it  further  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  said  309  bales  of  cotton  were  law- 
Ailly  recaptured  from  the  enemy  by  the  United  States  steamers  Black  Hawk,  East- 
gott,  Lafayette,  Neosho,  Ozark,  Choctaw,  O^age,  Chillicothe,  Louisville,  Carondelet, 
Benton,  Pittsburg,  Mound  City,  Essex,  Lexington,  Ouachita,  Fort  Kindman,  Cricket, 
Gazelle,  Gleneral  Price,  Kenwood,  Juliet,  Avenger,  and  Brown,  of  the  Mississippi  squad 
ron  of  the  United  States  Navy,  commanded  by  David  D.  Porter,  Rear-Admiral,  and 
that  said  vessels  are  entitled  to  military  salvage  for  said  recapture; 

And  it  further  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  g^)ss  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  said 
309  bales  of  cotton,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $130,571.63,  have  been  deposited  with 
the  assistant  treasurer  of  the  United  States,  at  Saint  Louis,  subject  to  the  order  of 
the  court;  and  that-  the  taxes  imposed  by  the  acts  of  Congress  and  the  trade  regula- 
tions of  the  lYeasury  Department  upon  the  said  309  bales  of  cotton^  amounting  to 
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the  sum  of  $4,932.35,  and  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  marshal  for  weighin|^,  ston 
cooperate,  dE^o.,  of  said  309  bales  of  cotton,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  91,099.58,  h 
been  paid  by  order  of  the  court  oat  of  said  proceeds,  and  that  the  sum  of  $494.40  \ 
been  allowed  by  the  court,  by  consent  of  said  claimants  and  the  captors  by  tl 
counsel,  and  paid  out  of  said  proceeds  tq  R.  M.  Cor  wine,  esq.,  for  his  seryices  as  oo 
sel  for  claimants ; 

And  now  this  cause  coming  on  for  final  decree,  it  is  ordered,  adjudged,  and  deer 
by  the  court,  that  the  following  sums  be  allowed  and  paid  out  of  said  proceeds 
costs  and  charges  in  this  cause,  including  usual  and  reasonable  fees  to  the  com 
for  captors  (the  district  attorney  waiving  any  allowance  to  him  as  fees  for  his  serv: 
herein),  to  wit,  to  the  marshal,  the  sum  of  $1,741.62 ;  to  the  clerk,  the  sum  of  $1,370. 
and  to  Charles  Eames,  esq.,  counsel  for  captors,  the  sum  of  $3,917.15. 

It  is  further  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  out  of  the  residue  of  said  ] 
oeeds,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $117,015.71,  the  sum  of  $16,911.96  be  paid  into 
Ti:easury  of  the  United  States,  to  be  distributed  to  said  captors  as  military  salv 
in  accoidance  with  this  decree. 

It  is  further  ordered  and  decreed  by  the  coart  that  after  paying  and  satisfying 
costs,  charges,  and  salvage  aforesaid,  the  residue  of  said  proceeds,  amounting  to 
sum  of  $100,103.75,  be  paid  to  said  claimants. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  clerk  transmit  certified  copies  of  this  decree  to 
Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  and  Navy  of  the  United  States  respectively. 

United  States  of  America, 

&ou%\iem  Dietrict  of  Illinois,  ss : 

I,  George  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  said  soc 
em  district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy  of  a  dei 
rendered  in  said  court  on  Saturday,  the  6th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  1866,  in  the  iQa 
of  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  for  323  bales  of  cotton,  in  a  certain  cause  t 
pending  in  said  court  iu  prize,  wherein  the  United  States  were  libellants  and  650  bi 
of  cotton,  &c.,  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton, : 
1,000  bales  of  cotton  were  defendants,  as  the  same  is  now  of  record  in  my  office. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  coi 
at  Springfield,  in  said  district,  this  16th  day  of  Febrnary,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  < 
thousand  eisht  hundred  and  seventy,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  Sta 
the  nioety-iourth. 

[SEAL.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  CUrh 

(B.) 

In  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illinois.— M* 
day,  November  6,  A.  D.  1866.  before  the  Hon.  Samuel  H.  Treat,  Judge. 

The  United  States  "^ 

650  bales  of  cotton,  &c.,  780  bales  and  52  sacks  op  cotton,  409  t^p"** 
bales  and  139  sacks  of  cotton,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton.  j 

This  cause  having  been  heard  upon  the  libels,  the  claims,  and  answer  of  G.  A. 
More  &,  Co.,  a  firm  consisting  of  Gustave  A.  La  More  and  Leontine  Le  More,  cla 
ants  of  830  bales  of  said  cotton,  and  the  proofs  ou  file,  and  the  court  having  con 
ered  and  being  now  safflciently  advised  in  the  premises,  finds  that  the  said  olaimi 
are  not  entitled  to  the  said  830  bales  of  cotton  or  the  proceeds  thereof. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  by  the  court  that  the  said  clain 
dismissed  at  the  costs  of  the  claimants  and  that  execution  issue  therefor. 

United  States  of  America, 

Southern  JHstrict  of  Illinois,  ss : 

I,  George  P.  Bowen,  clerk  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  said  soi 
em  district  of  Illinois,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoine  is  a  true  copy  of  a  de< 
rendered  in  said  court  ou  Monday,  the  6th  day  of  November,  A.  D.  ItxSy  in  the  i 
ter  of  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  for  830  bales  of  cotton,  in  a  certain  cause  t 
pendinir  in  said  court  iu  prize,  wherein  the  United  States  were  libellants  and 
Wee  of  cotton,  &c.,  788  bales  and  52  sacks  of  cotton,  409  bales  and  139  sacks  of 
ton,  and  1,000  bales  of  cotton  were  defendants,  as  the  same  is  now  of  record  in 
office. 

I  further  certify  that  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  said  830  bales  of  cotton,  claimed 
G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.,  amount-ed  to  the  sum  of  $350,726.46,  and  that  the  co&tB  and 
penaea  paid  out  of  said  gross  proceeds,  including  the  expenses  of  weighing,  ston 
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cartage,  rebaliiigy  Slc,  of  8»id  cotton,  and  the  United  States  taxes  and  assessmenta 
tbereon,  amonnted  to  the  snm  of  |41,566. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  mv  hand  and  affixed  the  seal  of  said  conrt, 
at  Springfield,  in  said  district,  this  sixteenth  dav  of  February,  in  the  year  of  oar  Lord 
one  thoQsand  eiffht  hundred  and  seventy,  and  the  Independence  of  the  United  States 
the  ninety-fonrth. 

[mL.]  GEO.  P.  BOWEN,  Clerk, 


COPY  OF  NOTICE  TO  AMERICAN  COUNSEL  OF  CLOSING  OF  EVIDENCE- 

IN-CHIEF  OF  CLAIMANT. 


Filed  June  27, 1881.— IF.  F.  P.  4-  L.  X.,  See: 


0.  A  Lk  Mobb  &,  Co. 


>No.  211. 


V. 

Thi  Ukitkd  States 

Agent  da  Gk>avemement  de  la  R6pnbliqae  Fran^aise  prte  la  (Commission  des  R^lama- 

tions. 

Washington,  June  27, 1881. 

HesBiB.  W.  F.  PxDDliiCK  and  L.  Latjokl  : 

S1B8:  I  herewith  forward  to  you,  at  the  re<|aest  of  Albert  C.  Janin,  esq.,  special 
ooonael  in  the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  against  the  United  States,  No.  211,  a  copy 
of  aeommiinication  of  June  1,  1881,  from  my  predecessor  to  the  Hon.  George  S.  Boot- 
well,  agent  and  counsel  of  the  United  States  Government,  announcing  the  dosing  of 
the  eyidence-in-chief  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  in  the  above  claim. 
Be  good  enouffh  to  make  a  note  of  said  communication  on  your  records, 
xours,  faithfully, 

GRIMAUD  DE  CAUX, 

Agent  ad  inUrim. 

Washington,  June  1, 1881. 
Hon.  Gboros  S.  Boutweix  :  ^ 

But:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  I  have  sent  to-day  a  package  of  docn- 
niente  to  the  American  secretary  of  the  Commission  as  evidence  in  the  claim  of  G.  A. 
Le  More  &  Co. 

At  the  request  of  the  special  counsel  in  that  case,  I  have  the  honor  to  notify  you 
uuit  the  evidence-in-chief  in  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  v.  The  United  States^ 
"Ob  211  of  the  docket  of  the  Commission,  is  now  closed. 

P.  DfiJARDIN. 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FILED  BY  FRENCH  AGENT. 

Filed  Ootoher  28,1881.—  W.  F.  P.  4-  L.  X.,  Seee, 

<}•  A.  Ls  Mors  A,  Co. 

V.  ^No.  211. 


.r 


'^  Un^tsd  Statks 

Washington,  October  28, 1881. 
^^^Secretarieeof  ike  French  and  American  CMma  dmmleeion : 

..  ^KNTLBMKN :  I  request  you  to  file  with  the  other  proofs  in  the  above-entitled  cause 
*^^  <UMM>mpanylng  certificate  of  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  relative 
*^  ^Q  extract  from  the  manuscript  record  of  a  case  which  was  before  that  court  at 
^  P«oember  term  of  18^,  and  in  which  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  were  claimants  for 
^  bales  of  cotton  and  the  United  States  defendants. 
Beepeetfally^  &c. 

GRIMAUD  DS  CAUX, 
Agent  for  the  French  BepubUc. 
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Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  December  t«rm,  1667. 

G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. ,  claimants, 

of  830  bales  of  cotton,  I  ^^     I  q- 

Vm 

The  United  States,  appellants. 

Appeal  from  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern  district  of  Illin* 

« 

[Extract  from  mannsoript  record.]     • 

Deposition  of  Leon  Qubyrouzb,  ip  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  taken  bef 
Westley  J.  Q.  Baker,  special  commissioner,  at  his  office  in  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  22d  i 
of  August,  A.  D.  18(i5. 

Int.  9.  What  subterfuge,  if  any,  did  you  resort  to  to  conceal  the  fact  that  yon  1 
acquired  the  cotton  you  sold  him  from  the  so-called  Confederate  States;  why  did  : 
do  so? — A.  I  told  him  that  the  cotton  belonged  to  one  P.  Garcia,  and  that  I  waa 
asent.  I  have  stated  in  my  previous  answer  the  reason  I  resorted  to  the  subterf 
of  representing  myself  as  the  agent  of  P.  Garcia,  a  Mexican,  in  the  hope  of  tc 
completely  satisfying  Mr.  Le  More. 

Int.  10.  Of  what  country  are  you  a  native;  where  were  you  residing  at  the  t 
you  sold  this  cotton  to  Le  More  f — A.  I  am  a  native  of  France ;  I  was  residing  in  lli^ 
ico  at  the  time  I  sold  this  cotton  to  Mr.  Le  More. 

Int.  11.  Have  you  any  reason  to  know  that  Le  More  believed  you  were  nentra.' 
the  civil  war  then  raging  in  the  United  States? — A.  Yes;  from  my  declaration 

him,  and  from  the  fact  of  my  being  a  Frenchman. 

•  •  »•  ••*  • 

True  copy. 

Test: 

[SEAL.]  JAMES  H.  McEENNET, 

Clerk  Supreme  Court  of  ike  United  StoM. 


AGREEMENT  TO  EXTEND  TIME   FOR   FILING   BRIEF  OF  UNITED  STA' 

IN  ANSWER. 

nied  November  19,  1881.— WT.  J^.  P.  f  L,  L.,  Seca. 
G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 


ORE  &  Co.  ) 
V,  >  No. 

D  States.    ) 


211. 
The  United  States. 

It  is  agreed  that  the  time  for  filing  brief  in  answer  in  this  case  is  hereby  extenc 
until  further  understanding. 

CHAS.  DE  CHAMBRUN, 

Counsel  French  BepiiJtUc 

NoYEMBisR  18,  1881. 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE. 

Filed  December  9,  1881.— fT.  F,  P.  f  L.  L.,  Sece, 

Le  More  &  Co.       ) 

V.  V  No.  211. 

The  United  States.  > 

Washington,  December  9,  188! 
Messrs.  W.  F.  Peddrick  and  LAoNCE  Laugel, 

Secretaries : 

You  are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying  documents  with  the  papers  and  pn 
in  the  above- entitled  case  for  the  information  of  this  honorable  Commission. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  Stati 

JOHN  DAVIS, 

Aeeietant  Ccmnet 
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Drpabtment  of  State, 

Wa»hingt{m,  December  b,  1881. 
John  Davis,  Esq., 

A9$i9t4iHt  Counsel,  ifc,  French  and  American  Claims  Commission: 

Sir:  Parsoant  to  the  retineet  contained  in  year  lett«r  to  this  Department  of  the  22d 
altimo,  I  beg  to  transmit  herewith  certified  copies  of  the  so-called  '*  proclamations  of 
non-interconrse,"  issued  by  President  Lincoln. 
I  am,  sir,  vour  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  R.  HITT, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

IncloBure  1.  A  proclamation,  dated  August  16,  lt<61.    Cei  titled  copy. 
2.  A  proclamation,  dated  April  2,  1663.    Certified  copy 

O.  OiU. 

U^^TED  States  of  America,  Department  of  State. 

To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  hereto  annexed  is  a  tme  copy  of  a  proclamation  iaened  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  on  the  16tb  day  of  Angnst,  1861,  the  original  of  which  is  on 
file  in  this  Department. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I,  James  G.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
luve  herennto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State  to 
^  affixed.  , 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washiogton  this  2d  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America' the  one  hundred  and  sixth. 

[8KAL.]  JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

BT  THE   PRESIDENT  OF  THE    CXITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA.      A  PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas  on  the  15th  day  of  April,  1861,  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  view 
<>f  an  insurrection  against  the  laws,  Constitution,'  and  Government  of  the  United 
States,  which  had  broken  ont  within  the  States  of  Sonth  Carolioa,  Georgia,  Alabama, 
Florida,  Mississippi,  Lonisiaua,  and  Texas,  and  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the 
*<!t  entitled  ''An  act  to  provide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute  the  laws  of  the 
Union,  suppress  insurrectious,  and  repel  invasions,  and  to  repeal  the  act  now  in  force 
'or  that  purpose,"  approved  February  2H,  1795,  did  call  forth  the  militia  to  suppress 
?^d  insnrrection,  and  to  cause  the  laVs  of  the  Union  to  be  duly  executed,  and  the 
inaorffeDte  have  failed  to  disperse  by  the  time  directed  by  the  President ; 

And  whereas  such  insurrection  has  since  broken  out,  and  yet  exists  within   the 
states  of  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  TeuneHsee,  and  Arkansas; 

And  whereas  the  insurgents  in  all  the  said  States  claim  to  act  nnder  the  authority 
^■^ereof,  and  snch  claiin  is  not  disclaimed  or  repudiated  by  the  persons  exercising  the 
fiitietioDs  of  government  in  such  State  or  Stat^^,  or  in  the  part  or  parts  thereof  in 
^i^eh  such  combinations  exist,  nor  has  such  insurrection  l^n  suppressed  b3'  said 
»^tee: 

Now,  theiefore,  I,  Abraham  Lincoln,  President  of  the  United  States,  in  pursuance 
®J*»i  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  13,  1861,  do  hereby  declare  that  the  inhabitants 
?*^  the  said  Stat«4  of  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Virgioa,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
jT^^bama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Florida  (except  the  iuhab- 
^ats  of  that  part  of  the  State  of  Virginia  lying  west  of  the  Alleghany  Mountains, 
^^  of  snch  other  parts  of  that  State  and  the  other  States  hereinbefore  named  as  may 
^I^^Htain  a  loyal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and  the  Con^titntion,  or  may  be  from  time  to 
Uhq  occupied  and  controlled  by  forces  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  the  dispersion 
^!.  ^aid  insurgents)  are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  the  United  States,  and  that 
^f^  <5oramerciai  intercourse  between  the  same  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the 
^^^^ptions  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
-  '^t;«8  is  nnlawful,  and  will  remain  unlawful  until  snch  insurrecrion  shall  ce.iseor 
l>een  suppressed;  that  alt  goods  and  chattels,  wares  and  merchandise,  coming 
^^  any  of  said  States,  with  the  exceptions  aforesaid,  into  other  parts  of  the  Uiiitea 
j^^t:es,  without  the  sfjecial  license  and  permission  of  the  Preitident,  throngh  the  Sec- 
^^*^Ty  of  the  Treasury,  or  proceeding  to  any  of  said  States,  with  the  exceptions 
Q  ^^"Maid,  by  land  or  water,  together  with  the  vessel  or  vehicle  conveying  the  same 
^^  ^^nveying  persons  to  or  from  said  States,  with  said  exceptions,  will  be  forfeited 
^.^t^be  United  States ;  and  that  from  and  after  fifteen  days  from  the  issuing  of  this 
^^^^lamation  all  ship|S  and  vessels  belonging  in  whole  or  in  part  to  any  cit^^izen  or  in- 
^^^^ttant  of  any  of  said  States,  with  said  exceptions,  found  at  sea  or  in  any  port  of  the 
^Mted  8t»tea,  will  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States.    And  I  hereby  enjoin  upon,  all 
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district  attorneys,  marshals,  and  officers  of  the  revenue  and  of  the  military  and  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  to  he  vi^lant  in  the  execution  of  said  act,  ana  in  the  en- 
forcement of  the  penalties  and  forfeitares  imposed  or  declared  by  it,  leaving  any  party 
who  may  think  himself  aggrieved  thereby  to  his  application  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  remission  of  any  penalty  or  forfeiture  which  the  said  Secretary  is 
authorized-  by  law  to  grant,  if,  in  his  judgment,  the  special  ciroumstancee  of  any  ease 
shall  require  such  remission. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  United 
States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  16th  day  of  August,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
1861,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  the  eighty-sixth. 

[SEAL.]  ABRAHAM  LINCOLN. 

By  the  President : 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD, 

Secretary  of  State. 
No.  576. 

United  States  of  America,  Dbpartbient  of  State. 

To  all  to  whom  these  presents  shall  come,  greeting : 

I  certify  that  hereto  annexed  is  a  true  copy  of  a  proclamation  issued  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  on  the  2d  day  of  April,  1863,  the  original  of  whic)i  is  on  file 
in  this  Department. 

In  testimony  whereof  I,  James  6.  Blaine,  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States, 
have  hereunto  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Department  of  State  to 
be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  3d  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1881,  and  of  the  In- 
dependence of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one  hundred  and  sixth. 

L8EAL.1  JAMES  G.  BLAINE. 

BY  THE  PHBSIDBNT  OF  THE  UKITBD  STATES  OF  AMERICA.      A  PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas,  in  pursuance  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  July  13,  1861  I  did,  by 
proclamation  dated  August  16, 1861,  declare  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  States  of  Qeor- 

fla.  South  Carolina,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas, 
rkansas,  Mississippi,  and  Florida  (except  the  inhabitants  of  that  part  of  Virion ia 
lying  west  of  the  Alleghany  Mountains  and  of  such  other  parts  of  that  State  and  the 
other  States  hereinbefore  named  as  might  maintain  a  legal  adhesion  to  the  Union  and 
the  Constitution  or  might  be  from  time  to  time  occupied  and  controlled  by  forces  of 
the  United  States  engaged  in  the  dispersion  of  said  insurgents)  were  in  a  state  of  in- 
Burreetion  against  the  United  States,  and  that  all  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
same  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the  exceptions  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of 
other  States  and  other  parts  of  the  United  States  was  unlawful  and  would  remain  un- 
lawful until  such  insurrection  should  cease  or  be  suppressed,  and  that  all  ffoods  and 
chattels,  wares  and  merchandise,  comine  from  any  part  of  said  States,  with  the  ex- 
ceptions aforesaid,  into  other  parts  of  the  United  States  without  the  lioense  and  per- 
mission  of  the  President,  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  proeeediug  to  any 
of  said  States,  with  the  exceptions  aforesaid,  by  land  or  water,  together  with  the  ves- 
sel or  vehicle  conveying  the  same  to  or  from  said  States,  with  the  exceptions  afore- 
said, would  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States  ; 

And  whereas  experience  has  shown  that  the  exceptions  made  in  and  by  said  proc- 
lamation embarrass  the  due  enforcement  of  said  act  of  July  13, 1861,  and  the  proper 
regulation  of  the  commercial  intercourse  authorized  by  said  act  with  the  loyal  citizens 
of  said  States : 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Abraham  Lincoln,  President  of  the  United  States,  do  hereby  re- 
voke the  said  exceptions  and  declare  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  States  of  Georgia, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkansas, 
Mississippi,  Florida,  and  Virginia  (except  the  forty-eisht  counties  of  Virginia  desig- 
nated as  West  Virginia,  and  except  also  the  ports  of  New  Orleans,  Key  West,  Port 
Royal,  and  Beaufort  in  North  Carolina)  are  in  a  state  of  insurrection  against  tlie 
United  States,  and  that  all  commercial  intercourse  not  licensed  and  conducted  as 
provided  in  said  act  between  the  said  States  and  the  inhabitants  thereof,  with  the 
exceptions  aforesaid,  and  the  citizens  of  other  States  and  other  parte  of  the  United 
States,  is  unlawful  and  will  remain  unlawful  until  such  insurrection  shall  oease  or 
has  been  suppressed  and  notice  thereof  has  been  duly  given  by  proclamation ;  and 
all  cotton,  tobacco,  and  other  products,  and  all  other  goods  and  chattels,  wares  and 
merchandise,  coming  from  any  of  said  States,  with  the  exceptions  aforesaid,  into 
other  parts  of  the  United  States,  or  proceeding  to  any  of  said  States,  with  the  excep- 
tiona  aforesaid,  without  the  license  jaud  permission  of  the  President,  through  the 
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Secroiary  of  the  Treasury  t  will,  together  with  the  veesel  or  vehicle  conveying  the 
nme^  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States. 

In  ivitnefls  whereof  I  have  hereanto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  United 
SUtee  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  city  of  Washington  this  2d  day  of  April  A.  D.  1863,  and  of  the  Inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States  of  America  the  eighty-seventh. 

[SEAL.]  ABRAHAM  LINCOLN. 

By  the  President : 

WILLIAM  H.  SEWARD, 

Secretary  of  State* 


WITHDRAWAL  OF  THE  FRENCH  COUNSEL  FROM  STIPULATION  OF  NOVEM- 
BER 19. 

Filed  Fehruary  3,  1882— FT.  F.  P.  f  L.  L,,  Seoi, 


G.  A.  Lb  More  &  Co. 

V. 

Tfls  Uniteb  States 


>  No.  211. 


Hon.  Geo.-  S.  Boutwell  : 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  I  decline  to  be  bonnd  any  longer  by  the  stipu- 
lations signed  by  me  in  the  above-entitled  case,  and  which  bean  date  Novembcor  19. 
1«1.  - 

Very  respec^lly, 

CHARLES  ADOLPHE  db  CHAMBRUN, 

Cimneelfor  F)renoh  BepubUe, 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  February  3, 1881. 

CLOSING  OF  EVIDBNCE-IN-CHIEF  FOR  CLAIMANT. 
Filed  Feb.  3, 1882.— FT.  F.  P.  <f  X.  X.,  Sen. 


^*  A  Le  More  &  Co. 
Tte  United  States 

Oscar  Chopin 
^The  Untted  States 


*Aruns  Sorrel  «<aZ. 
^^"he  United  States 


JuuES  Le  More 


^HB  United  States 


A.  C.  Le  More 

V. 

*The  United  States, 


Adeuns  F.  Habert 
The  United  States 


0.  i 

>  No.  211. 

>  No.  592. 

V  No.  594. 

V  No.  595. 

V  No.  598. 
•    } 

^   } 

V  No.  600. 


And  now  comes  the  connsel  for  the  French  Republic,  who  moves  this  honorable 
^)onunis8ion  to  close  the  above-named  cases  on  the  part  of  claimants. 

CHARLES  ADOLPHE  de  CHAMBRUN, 

Couneelfar  French  B^^lio, 
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UMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FROM  THE  TREASURY  DEPARTMENT,  FILI 

ON  BEHALF  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Filed  JuM  ;'0,  1882.— JT.  F.  P.,  Sec, 


.«. 


r   6.  A.  Lk  More  &  Co. 
Trk  United  States. 


f 


ZOLINE  GaUTHBRIN,  ADM'X, 

The  United  States. 


J 

s  Jules  Le  More 

h        The  United  States. 


f 


Athenais  Le  More 

J.  *• 

!  The  United  States. 


« 


>No.  211. 
VNo.  590. 
VNo.  595. 
(no.  598. 


Jules  Le  More,  &c,,  ei  ahj 
J  r.  >No.  663. 

The  United  States. 


i  ah,  i 


W>SHiNGTON,  Jiin«30,  18q2 
Mr.  W.  F.  Peddrick,  Secretary : 

Ton  are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying  dooumento  with  the  papers  and  pre 
in  the  above* entitled  case  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Couneel  on  the  part  of  the  United  State 

Department  of  State, 

Waskingtany  January  19,  18f 

John  Davis,  Esq., 

Aaeiatant  Counsel,  ^•c,,  French  and  American  Claims  Commieeion: 

Sir:  In  compliance  with  the  request  contained  in  your  letter  of  the  6th  int 
bee  to  transmit  herewith  certified  copies  of  certain  papers  relating  to  the  eh 
Jules  Le  More,  G.  A.  Le  More,  and  Leon  Queyrouze  against  the  United  Sta 
pending  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  which  have  b 
nished  oy  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  io  response  to  the  request  of  this 
ment  therefor. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 


J.  C.  BANCROFT  DAV] 
Aaeistant  St 


Enclosures :  Certified  copies  as  above. 


Treasury  Departmi 
Jannarg 


Hon.  F.  T.  Frelinghuysen, 

Secretary  of  State : 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  til' 
stant,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  John  Davis,  esq.,  assistant  cons 
United  States  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  askinji 
of  such  papers  on  file  in  this  Department  as  relate  to  the  claims  of  Jules  fl 
A.  Le  More,  and  Leon  Querouze  against  the  United  States  now  pending^ 
Commission,  and  in  compliance  therewith  I  transmit  certified  copies  of  ceti 
relating  to  said  claimants.  | 

Upon  further  examination,  copies  of  such  other  papers  as  may  be  fW 

forwarded.  T 

Very  respectfully,  «' 

CHA8. 


f 


;.  J.  FoJ 

I 
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UNITED  STATES  OT  AMERICA. 

Treasury  Departmestt,  January  16,  1882. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  18  a  true  copy  of  a  paper  fonnd  among  the  books, 
records,  papers,  and  documents  relative  to  transactions  of  or  with  the  late  Bo-cailed 
government  of  the  Confederate  States,  now  in  posai-ssion  of  this  Department. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  band  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department  to  be  affixed  on  the  dav  and  year  first  above  written. 

[seal.]  *  CHAS.  J.  FOLGER. 

Secretary  of  tlut  Treatury. 

^port  of  the  Second  Auditor  on  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.^  merchants  in  Havre, 

France,  filed  January  30,  18^53. 

ThiB  is  a  claim  for  cloth  furnished  the  Confederate  Government,  amonnting  to 
9^,858.42,  with  interest  from  Jnne  3,  1H63,  and  also  for  damages  resulting  from  the 
^ftilnre  of  the  Confederate  States  to  make  a  specific  performance  of  their  contract  with 
the  said  claimant. 

It  appears  from  the  papers  filed  in  this  cane  that  the  claimants,  who  are  large  man- 
^^actnrersin  Havre,  contracted  to  Inrnish  cloth  to  the  Confederate  States  in  July, 
^^1,  and  continued  to  deliver  said  cloth  at  varions  periods  and  ports  in  the  Confed- 
^i^te  States.  The  cloth  for  which  the  present  claim  is  made  was  delivered  to  Mi^.  C. 
^iissell,  chief  quartermaster  of  the  first  division  of  Texas,  Jnne -3,  lb63,  and  was  to 
b«  p^id  for  by  the  3d  of  September  ensuing  in  cotton,  at  the  market  value  of  the  day 
iii  Brownsville.  (See  letter  of  Maj.  C.  Russell  to  Leon  Queyrouse,  dated  October  30, 
^^^.)  At  the  day  stipulated  for  payment  no  cotton  was  on  hand  to  meet  the  claim, 
^d  its  payment  was,  therefore,  postponed  from  time  to  time,  it  ap|>ear8,  until  Browns- 
ville was  captured  by  the  Federal  forces.  On  the  10th  of  January  the  claimants, 
*^y  their  agent,  applied  to  Colonel  Hutchings,  chief  of  the  Texas  cotton  office,  for  the 
■•ttlement  of  their  claim,  and  were  by  him  referred  to  General  Kirby  Smith,  com- 
^skQding  the  trans-Mississippi  Department.  (See  letter  of  Leon  Queyrouse  to 
Lionel  Hntcbings,  dat«d  Jannary  10,  1664,  with  indorsement  of  Colonel  Hutchings 
^ereon.)  The  claimants  obtained  from  Cveneral  Smith  an  order  on  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A. 
^iXftadwell,  chief  of  the  cotton  bureau,  to  pay  the  certified  account  of  Major  Charles 
^Ussell  for  about  f80,U00  in  cotton,  at  20^  cents  per  pound.  Said  order  also  stipulated 
^at  a  permit  to  export  said  cotton  would  be  issued  upon  payment  of  the  duty  required 
^y  law.  (See  letter  of  Leoo  Queyrouse  to  General  Smith,  dated  January  21,  ld(>4, 
^ith  indorsement  of  General  Smith  thereon. )  Upon  coming  to  a  settlement  with  Lien- 
^n ant- Colonel  Broadwell,  who  offered  to  deliver  the  cq^ton  on  the  Mississippi  or  Red 
^ver,  the  claimants  asked  that  the  cotton  turned  over  to  them  should  be  put  down  at 
^  price  low  enough,  or  else  such  an  amount  should  be  delivered  to  them  as  would 
^ake  up  the  difference  had  the  cotton  been  delivered  where  and  when  it  was  due  in 
«iX)wn6ville  (see  letter  of  Colonel  Broadwell  to  Le  More  &  Co.,  dated  Jannary  20; 
^^64),  and  filed  a  statement  of  expenses  on  cotton  delivered  on  the  Mississippi  or  Red 
^tver,  showing  a  loss  of  $41.53  per  bale  on  cotton  due  at  Brownsville.  (See  memoran- 
dtiixi  filed  by  Leon  Queyrouse,  date^l  January  26,  18(>4,  and  letter  from  Leon  Que3'-- 
i^Qse  to  General  Smith, dated  January  29,  ]t^64-)  While  admitting  the  truth  of  said 
^t^tement  (s<^e  indorsement  of  Colonel  Broadwell  on  last-mentioned  letter).  Colonel 
^xx)adwell  was  of  opinion  that  the  a^lvauce  in  the  value  of  cotton  would  cover 
''illy  any  estimated  losses  of  the  claimants,  and  he  tinally  gave  them  an  order 
*^ii  MaJ.  J.  A.  Buckuer  for  dtW  bales  of  cotton,  estimated  at  45t»  |>onn(1s  per  bale,  ont  of  any 
government  cotton  under  his  control  not  already  disposed  of,  nearest  the  enemy's 
ItQes  at  the  Mississippi  Kiver,  amounting,  at  20^  cents  per  pound,  to  fW2,840.50-l()0. 
(See  order  of  Colonel  Broadwell  on  Major  Buckuer,  dated  January  26, 1?:^4.)  The 
claimants  accepted  said  order,  and  signed  a  receipt  in  full  for  their  claim,  being  the 
^^rtified  account  of  Major  Rus(>ell  for  ^•^,8.'i<!*.42-100,  reserving  the  right  of  appealing 
^o  General  Smith  for  the  settlement  of  the  tlitfereuces  claimed  bv  them,  amounting 
to  |37,:«3.74-100.  (See  letters  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell  'to  General  Smith, 
^ated  March  2, 18G4  ;  letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  General  Smith,  dated  March  7, 1864.) 

This  supplemental  claim  of  Messrs.  Le  More  &,  Co.  was  finally,  in  the  ensuing  March, 
^^ferred  to  arbitrators,  T.  M.  Belknap,  on  the  part  of  the  claimants,  and  Richard  Nu- 
gent, chosen  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell.  It  appears  also  from  the  papers  filed 
^<%thi8  case  that  in  case  of  an  inability  to  come  to  a  decision  the  arbitrators  were  au- 
^lioriEed  to  call  in  as  umpire  Mr.  Ulger  Laune,  president  of  the  Branch  Citizens*  Bank, 
^l^hose  decision  should  be  final.    The  arbitrators  being  nnable  to  agree,  called  in  Mr. 


,^-- M.Wright  as  umpire,  who,  together  with  Mr.  Nugent,  awarded  that  the  claim  of 
^^easrs.  G.  A.Le  More  &  Co,  had  been  equitably  settled.  (J^ee  letter  from  Colonel 
^roadwell  to  Messrs.  Nugent  and  Belknap,  dated  March  8,  ISiM ;  letter  of  Jules  Le 
^oreto  F.  K.  Belknap,  dated  March  10, 1862;  letter  of  Jules  Le  More  to  ColouclBr^aA- 
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well,  dated  March  11,  1864  ;  letter  of  Jaleg  Le  More  to  €renend  Smith,  of  nine  dite.) 
Against  this  decision  and  the  action  of  the  arhitrators  the  claimiuitB  filed  their  pr»- 
teet.    (See  protest  of  Jules  Le  More,  dated  March  12,  1864.) 

Subsequently  to  this  transaction  the  claimants  received  from  Major  J.  A.  Baekfier, 
in  payment  of  the  order  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broad  well,  for  896  biJe«  of  eotloD,«ti- 
mated  at  450  pounds  per  bale;  983  bales,  weighing  411-1  pounds  arerage,  adKHmtiBf, 
at  20^  cents  per  pound,  to  $82,923.42 ;  323  bales  being  on  the  plantation  of  A  Luan, 
near  Monroe,  La.,  on  the  Ouachita  River,  and  660  bales  on  the  plantation  rf  J.  T. 
Simmons,  near  the  same  place.  (See  receipt  of  Leon  Queyrouze,  dated  Mareli22, 
1864.)  On  the  3d  of  April  the  660  bales  last  mentioned,  and  on  the  10th  of  AprQ  tibe 
323  bales  on  Lazare's  plantation  were  captured  by  the  enemy.  (See  letter  of  J.  T. 
Simmons  to  Jules  Le  More,  dated  April  3,  1864,  and  certihcat^  to  A.  Lezare, mirbd 
20.)  Before  the  capture  of  said  cotton  the  agent  of  the  claimants  had  gone  to  Get- 
eral  Smith  to  obtain  a  permit  to  export  said  cotton,  and  to  (^neral  Taylor  to  olrktiB 
authority  to  remove  said  cotton  by  steamboat  brought  firom  the  enemy's  lines,  witih 
out  which  it  could  not  be  shipped  with  security.  (See  certificate  of  R.  W.  Riehvd- 
son,  marked  25.)  He  obtained  this  authority  on  the  5th  of  April  (see  permits  of  GeD* 
erals  Smith  and  Taylor,  marked  16),  but  was  not  able  to  return,  owing  to  the  fleet  of 
the  enemy,  before  the  cotton  was  captured.  (See  affidavit  of  A.  Lazaie,  dated  Apiil 
24,  1864.) 

The  claimants  contend  that  as  the  permit  from  General  Taylor  anthorixing  i  Fed- 
eral steamer  to  take  said  cotton  had  not  reached  them  before  said  cotton  watcip- 
tured,  that  the  transaction  between  the  Confederate  Oovemment  or  its  agent  and  aid 
house  of  Le  More  &.  Co.  had  not  been  completed,  and  there  was  not  such  a  fnU  ud 
entire  delivery  of  the  cotton  as  would  render  claimants  and  not  the  Confederate  Sut» 
liable  for  its  loss.    (See  affidavit  of  Jno.  Pargond  and  others,  marked  24.) 

The  last  item  for  which  claim  is  made  is  for  |538.80,  being  the  value  of  a  draft  for 
2,604  francs  given  by  claimants  in  payment  of  the  export  duty  on  896  bales  of  ooOod. 

I  am  satisfied  that  the  claim  of  Le  More  &.  Co.  has  been  already  equitably  adjaitod. 
See  indorsement  of  Colonel  Broadwell  on  letter  from  Leon  Queyrouse,  dated  JaDoifj 
26, 1H64 ;  letter  of  Colonel  Broadwell  to  Major  Buckner,  dated  February  24, 1B64,  ud 
also  letter  of  Colonel  Broadwell  to  General  Smith,  dated  March  20,  1864. 

With  respect  to  refunding  the  export  duty,  I  concur  in  the  opinion  expreated  by 
Colonel  Broadwell,  indorsed  on  the  communication  of  J^P.  Hams,  attorney,  demind* 
ing  the  refunding  of  the  duty,  and  see  no  propriety  in  doing  so.  This  claim  wasfoUy 
satisfied  and  discharged  when  the  parties  accepted  the  938  bales  of  cotton,  anditwu 
their  misfortune,  resulting  from  the  evils  of  war,  that  they  have  suffered  Uie  ioas;  tbe 
officers  of  the  Confederate  States  government  manifested  an  earnest  desire  to  do  js8' 
tioe  to  the  parties,  and  used  every  exertion  to  that  end.  I  conceive  that  the  GoTon- 
ment  is  ful^  exonerated  from^all  demands  in  this  case. 

Treasury  Department,  Second  Auditor's  Office,  March  24, 1865. 

R.  W.  GRAME, 

[Indorsement.] 

Report  of  the  Second  Auditor  on  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Co.,  of  Havre,  Fnnoe, 
for  cloth  furnished  Confederate  States. 
Reported  March  24,  1865. 
Received  by  Comptroller  March  25. 

Comptroller's  Office,  ifareA,28, 1865. 

I  concnr  in  this  re]^ort  that  this  claim  has  been  equitably  adjusted  andset^ 
The  receipt  of  the  claimants'  authorized  agent  (dated  March  22,  1864)  was  given  U> 
Major  Buckner,  who  was  in  charge  of  the  cotton,  for  983  bales  of  cotton  **  on  tnebanki 
of  the  Ouachita  River,  373  on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Lezare,  parish  of  Ouachita,  and 660 
on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Thomas  Simmons,  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  under  an  otdtf 
from  General  £.  K.  Smith,  which  is  in  payment  (with  the  provisos  annexed)  of  i 
•laim  of  Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  against  the  Confederate  States  to  the  smonnt 
of  180,858.42.  It  is  understood  that  if  the  cotton  is  destroyed  by  Confederate  solditf* 
or  citizens  whilst  in  the  lines  of  the  Confederate  States  the  Confederate  States  will 
owe  Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  the  number  of  bales  destroyed.  It  is  further  andtf- 
stood  that  in  receiving  the  983  bales  from  Mig.  J.  A.  Buckner,  the  undersigned,  acting 
for  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  do  not  waive  or  abandon  the  right  or  claim  to  the  3^  bsl^ 
snbiritted  to  arbitration."  It  appears  to  me  that  this  receipt  is  full,  absolute,  tod 
explicit  as  accepting  in  payment  of  their  claim  the  cotton  agreed  upon  at  the  plM^ 
specified  <*on  the  banks  of  the  Ouachita  River." 

By  this  settlement  the  claimant  became  the  owner  of  the  cotton  and  could  have  sold 
it  to  other  parties  upon  the  order  of  Colonel  Broadwell,  accepted  by  M^or  Baokntf, 
who  was  in  charge  of  the  cotton ;  and  it  is  evident  that  the  claimants  so  nndentood 
it,  for  they  were  then  making  arrangements  to  remove  it  in  a  Federal  steamer;  eon* 
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luently  the  capture  of  the  cotton  was  their  loes,  and  not  that  of  the  Confederate 
iteSf  and  the  Goyemment  of  the  United  States  is  manifestly  responsible  to  the 
.imants  for  the  captare  of  their  cotton.  As  to  the  award  of  the  arbitrators  npon 
» 324  bales,  and  the  objections  stated  by  Mr.  Le  More  to  the  nmpire,  ^c,  it  is  un- 
tibtedly  the  province  of  the  arbitrators,  and  not  of  the  parties,  to  appoint  an  nm- 
e.  In  the  appointment  made  in  this  case,  both  the  arbitrators  certify  that  they 
Bcted  Mr.  Wright  as  umpire,  who  concurred  with  Mr.  Nugent  that  the  claim  was 
quitably  settled,"  &c.',  and  Mr.  Belknap  appears  to  have  acquiesced.  In  regard  to 
I  export  duties^  for  which  the  claimant^  give  a  draft  for  2,694  francs,  there  can  be 
doubt  that  this  amount  should  be  refunded  when  it  is  shown  that  the  draft  has  , 
»n  paid,  or  the  draft  should  be  returned  to  the  claimants,  for  the  cotton  was  not 
>orted,  and  therefore  the  duties  not  being  justly  due  must  be  refunded. 

LEWIS  CRUGER, 

Comptroller. 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA. 

Tresuky  Department,  January  16,  1882. 

'.  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  are  photographic  copies  of  papers  found  among 

)  books,  records,  papers,  and  documents  relative  to  transactions  of  or  with  the  late 

called  government  of  the  Confederate  States,  now  in  the  possession  of  this  depart- 

nt.  • 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  herennto  set  my  band  and  caused  Ihe  seal  of  the  Treas- 

y  Department  to  be  affixed  on  the  day  and  year  firsi  above  "written. 

[SEAL.]  CHA8  J.  FOLGER, 

Secretary  of  the  Tretisury, 

The  Confederate  States  to  Leon  Queyronse,  agenty  Dr, 

Jane  3,  1863: 

or  58  bales  military  gray  cloth,  17,891  yards,  at  |3.54f  per  yard t63, 453  42 

I  bales  military  gray  cloth  (fine),  4,294  yards,  at  $4.05^  per  yard 17, 405  00 

80,858  42 

I  certify  that  the  above  account  is  correct  and  just,  and  that  the  articles  have  been 
^coonted  for  on  my  property  return  for  the  quarter  ending  on  the  30th  of  June,  1863. 

CHARLES  RUPELL, 
Chief  Quartermaster,  West  Sub.  Distrioi  of  Texas. 

deceived  at  Shreveport  the  20th  of  January,  1864,  of  Colonel  Broadwell,  assistant 
'^itermaster,  Confederate  States  army,  the  sum  or  $80,858.42,  in  full  of  the  above 
lonnt. 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 

The  Confederate  States  to  Leon  Queyrouze,  Dr. 

June  3,  1663 : 

^  58  bales  military  gray  cloth,  17,891  yards,  at  $3.54f  per  yard |63, 453  42 

bales  military  gray  cloth  (fine),  4,294  yards,  at  $4.05^  per  yard 17, 405  00 

80,858  42 

^  eertifV  that  the  above  account  is  correct  and  just,  and  that  the  articles  have  been 

H>unted  for  on  my  property  return  for  the  quarter  ending  on  the of ,  186-. 

CHAS.  RUPELL, 
Chief  Quartermaster^  West  Sub.  IHstrict  of  Texas. 

deceived  at  Shreveport  the  20th  of  January,  1864,  of ,  assistant  quartermaa- 

>  Confederate  States  army,  the  sum  of  $80,858.42  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 
[Duplicate.  1 

Shreveport,  La.,  Maroh  7,  1864. 
Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith, 

Commander  Trans-Mississippi  Department^  Shreveport,  La.  : 

General  :  Mr.  Leon  Queyronze,  our  agent,  being  absent  of  this  city,  I  have  received 

^  documents  directed  to  him,  with  your  indorsement  and  that  of  Lieutenant-Colonel 

^Hdwell. 

Ui  answer  to  both  of  those  indorsements,  I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  Lieutenant- 

lonel  Broadwell's  statement  of  the  transaction  is  correct  as  it  is,  but  not  complete 

this :  Ist.  That  he  omits  to  say  that  we  were  willing  to  aetUft  omi  c^ahm.  «X»  \Xi^  t^Xj^ 
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of  20i  cents  per  pouDd  on  the  footing  of  cotton  delivered  to  ns  at  BrownsTille  atUiat 
rate,  thus  claiming  for  the  diflerence  of  expenses  between  the  places  of  delivery. 

2d.  That  after  your  departure  from  this  place  for  Texas,  Mr.  L.  Queyronze,  our 
agent,  and  myself  called  on  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell  with  your  order  for  setlie- 
ment,  with  the  couviction  that  this  settlement  would  be  as  here  above  stated,  and 
formerly  understood  in  our  previous  conversation  ;  but  when  we  found  him  unwilling 
to  come  to  that  understanding,  I  personally  told  him  that  to  avoid  any  farther  delaj, 
wo  would  accept  the  settlement  he  chosed,  to  wit,  898  bales  of  cotton,  protesting  ver- 
bally, and  subsequently  in  writing,  against  such  a  settlement  as  a  final  one,  as  it  ap- 
pears by  Mr.  Leon  Queyrouze's  letter  of  the  26th  January,  and  indorsed  by  Lienteo- 
ant-Cofonel  Broadwell  on  the  27th,  advising  him  verbally  that  we  wonld  sabmittlie 
same  to  your  consideration  on  your  return,  as  we  did  by  Mr.  Queynronze's  letter  of  Uie 
29th  of  January,  in  which  he  refuted  the  accusation  of  speculation  on  our  part 

Within  the  last  ten  days  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell  offered  us  a  settteuient  (i& 
an  unofficial  manner)  by  drafts  on  Yankee  banks,  at  a  rate  which  was  not  acceptable 
for  such  fluctuous  currency  as  greenbacks. 

As  to  the  offer  mentioned  in  Lieutenant-Colonel  B.'s  indorsement  of  $120|  in  specie 
for  each  bale  of  cotton  given  to  us  in  settlement,  he  has  never  made  us  such  an  ofilBr. 
although  he  was  perfectly  aware  then  and  ever  since  we  first  saw  him  in  relatioD  to 
this  matter  that  we  were  desirous  to  get  here  the  amount  of  our  claim,  with  interest 
in  gold,  rather  than  staple.  The  only  offer  he  made,  and  that  not  in  a  business-like 
manner,  was  §90  per  bale,  which  price  would  not  cover  the  principal  of  oar  cUim. 
This  offer  was  only  made  since  Mr.  Queyrouze's  letter  of  the  29th  of  Janoary  wa» 
handed  to  you. 

Another  fact  which  I  wish  to  submit  to  your  consideration  is  that,  altbongh  tbe 
order  for  settlement  was  issued  on  the  23d  of  January,  1864,  although  three  dm 
afterwards  we  accepted  as  on  aocount  and  under  protest  for  your  farther  considera- 
tion, the  898  bales,  the  first  one  has  not  yet  been  aelivered. 

As  I  am  mostly  anxious  to  settle  this  claim  on  account  of  our  loss  on  that  tnD»- 
action,  and  so  as  to  avoid  any  funher  misunderstanding,  I  would  respectfully  reqaeit 
of  you  an  interview  with  you  and  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell,  so  as  to  relate  and 
establish  the  facts  in  whole,  and  thns  obtain  a  final  decision.  Be  pleased  to  appoint 
the  most  convenient  hour,  and  to  let  me  know  it,  care  of  Ulger  Lauv6,  president  of 
the  Branch  Bank  of  the  Citizens. 

Feeling  deeply  sorry  for  all  the  trouble  that  I  may  have  un willfully  given  you,  lam, 
general,  awaiting  your  answer, 

Your  most  respectfully  and  obedient  servant, 

JULES  Le  more, 

Monroe,  La.,  March  22, 19Si 

Received  from  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner,  acting  in  behalf  of  the  Confederate  State« 
of  America,  983  bales  of  cotton,  averaging  411 4  pounds  to  the  bale,  on  the  banks  of 
the  Ouachita  River;  323  bales  on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Lazare,  parish  of  Ouachita, 
and  660  on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Thomas  Simmons,  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  under 
an  order  from  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith,  which  is  in  payment  (with  the  proviwi 
annexed)  of  a  claim  on  the  part  of  Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  France,  against 
the  Confederate  States,  to  the  amount  of  $80,858.42.  It  is  understood  that  if  fltf 
cotton,  or  any  part  of  it,  be  destroyed  by  Confederate  soldiers  or  citizens  whilst  the 
cotton  is  in  the  lines  of  the  Confederate  States,  the  Confederate  States  will  owe 
Messrs.  J.  A.  Le  More  &>  Co.  the  number  of  bales  of  cotton  destroyed. 

^t  is  further  understood  that  in  receiving  the  983  bales  of  cotton  from  Maj.  John 
A.  Buckner  the  undersigned,  acting  for  and  in  behalf  of  J.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  aftwe- 
said,  do  not  waive  or  abandon  their  right  or  claim  to  the  324  bale«  of  cotton  which 
was  submitted  to  arbitration. 

LfiON  QL^YROUZE, 

Matamoros,  September  21, 1864. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell, 

Chi^  Cotton  Bureau^  piesent : 

Colonel:  You  are  aware  that  upon  your  order  on  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner,  at  Mon- 
roe, I  received  for  account  for  Messrs.'G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  983  bales  of 
cotton.  It  is  also  to  your  knowledge  that  said  cotton  has  been  taken  and  carried 
away  by  the  Federal  forces  on  the  Ouachita.  — 

I  respectfully  ask  that  a  permit  of  the  same  quantity  of  bales  be  granted  to  me  to 
export  the  same  by  the  Rio  Grande. 

In  hopes  that  you  will  take  my  request  in  consideration,  I  remain,  most  respect* 
fully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

LfiON  QUEYEOUSE. 
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Matamoros,  Sfptemher  21,  1864. 
A.  Bkoadwbix,  Brownsville : 

lEVR  ET  Ami  :  Ne  pouvant  obtenir  une  passe  ponr  aller  canser  avec  vons,  je 
la  liberty  de  vous  ^crire.  Je  le  faia  en  fran^aia  parce  que  je  sais  que  cette 
rons  eat  bien  conuue,  et  aussi  parceque  je  desire  que  cette  lettre  soit  privde  et 
;ielle. 

lire  YOUB  parler  des  324  balles  de  coton  que  je  r^clamais  dans  le  toraps  en  com- 
)n  des  frais  ^nomies  que  celles  recues  en  paiomentdovaient  nous  occasionner. 
^ttez-moi.  Colonel,  d'appeler  votre  attention  sur  la  justice  de  cette  reclamation, 
legitime,  et  si  le  Mi^jor  Russell,  k  qui  je  fis  la  vente  de  drap,  avait  eu  du  coton 
nner  en  paiement,  dans  Pint^rieur  du  Texas,  au  lieu  de  me  lelivrer  k  Browns- 
m'anrait  donn^  en  sns  du  montant  du  bill,  une  quantity  suffisaute  pour  les 
transport.  Cest  ainsi  qn'on  a  r^^l^  plusieurs  personnes  dont  quelques  unes 
5ore  ici.  Pourquoi  ferait-on  une  difference  avec  nous  f  Alors  que  personne  ne 
vendre  au  gouvernement  autremeut  que  pour  du  comptant)  je  n'ai  pas  h6eit6 
mes  marchandises  sur  une  promesse  de  paiement  h  90  jours. 
»nsid6rations,  Colonel,  P^nonne  perte  que  viennent  de  faire  ces  messieurs,  les 
voyage,  etc.,  ne  sont-elles  pas  suffisantes  pour  qu'on  nous  traite  au  moius 
iu  et  sur  le  mete  pied  que  les  autresf 

;on  nous  ^tait  dd  h  Brownville  h  raison  de  20c.  k  20^.  la  livre  le  3  septembre 
e  soumets  ceci  h  votre  juste  appr<^ciation,  et  si  vons  croyez  que  je  puisse  ob- 
ttice,  veuillez  me  faire  savoir  dans  quels  termes  je  dois  en  faire  la  demande. 
tendant  votre  r^ponse,  je  suis,  monsieur  et  ami,  votre  tout  d^vou^  sei'viteur, 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 

-Si  vons  ne  trouvez  personne  qui  puisse  me  porter  une  r^ponse  aux  deux  let- 
lillez  confier  le  tout  k  Mr.  Maxent  ou  &  Mr.  Dartignes. 

Matamobas,  September  21,  1864. 
A.  Broadwell, 
hUf  Cotton  Bureau,  present : 

<fEL.:  Yon  are  aware  that  upon  yourorderuponMaj.  John  A.  Buckner,  at  Mon- 
ceived,  for  account  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  983  bales  of  cot- 
is  also  to  your  knowledge  that  said  cotton  has  been  taken  and  carried  away 
<>deral  forces  on  the  Ouachita.  I  respectfully  ask  that  a  permit  of  the  same 
r  of  bales  be  granted  to  me  to  export  the  same  by  the  Rio  Grande. 
>es  that  you'  will  take  my  request  in  consideration,  I  remain,  most  respect- 
mr  most  obedient  servant, 

.   LEON  QUEYROUZE. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  February  2,  1882. 
»AVI8,  Esq., 
Hsistant  Counsel,  ^*c.,  French  and  American  Claims  Commission: 

By  way  of  further  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  6th  ultimo,  I  beg  to  transmit 
h  certitied  copies  of  papers  relating  to  the  claim  of  Jules  Le  More,  G.  A.  Le 
id  Leon  Qaeyrouze  rs.  The  United  States,  which  have  been  furnished  by  the 
y  of  the  Treasury, 
am,  sir,  vonr  obedient  servant, 

J.  C.  BANCROFT  DAVIS, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

ore :  1  he  certified  copies  which  accompanied  Treasury  letter,  dated  January 

iCopy.] 

Treasury  Department,  January  28,  1882. 
T.  Frklinghuysen, 

Secretary  of  State : 

Referring  to  my  letter  of  the  16th  instant,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  here- 

1  further  response  to  the  request  of  John  Davis,  esq.,  assistant  counsel  of  the 

States  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  communicated  in 

ter  of  the  11th  instant,  copies  of  such  other  papers  as  have  been  found  in  the 

aeut,  relating  to  the  transactions  of  Jules  Le  More,  G.  A.  Le  More,  and  Leon 

ize. 

ery  respectfully. 

CHAS.  J.  FOLGER, 


\ 
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UNITED  STATES  OF  AMEBICA. 

Treasury  Department,  January  28, 1 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  are  true  copies  of  papers  found  among  the 
records,  papers,  and  documents  relative  to  transactions  of  or  with  the  late  so- 
Government  of  the  Confederate  States,  now  in  the  possesMon  of  this  Departme 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Tr 
Department  to  be  affixed  on  the  day  and  year  first  above  written. 

tSEAL.]  CHAS.  J.  FOLGER, 

Secretary  of  the  Treok 

[Headqaarten  Trana-Miuiajsippi  Bepartment,  office  of  the  Cotton  Bureau.] 

Shreveport,  January  20,  1 

Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre: 

Gentlemen  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  you  the  certified  account  of  Maj.  C 
Russell  for  |8i0,856.42,  with  the  accompanying  papers.  I  will  take  up  the  ai 
with  cotton  at  20^  cents  per  pound  if  directed  to  do  so  by  the  department  comio 
The  point  of  delivery  will  be  made  known  as  soon  as  he  approves  such  a  settl 
of  your  claim. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 
Lieutenani'CoU 

Tour  previous  transactions  with  the  Government  are  known  to  me,  and  if  nee 
I  will  state  the  facts  to  Lieutenant-Geueral  Smith. 

flndonement.] 

I  can  give  you  the  cotton  here  or  on  Red  River,  or  I  can  direct  Msjor  Mc£ 
Alexandria,  to  take  up  the  account  with  any  cotton  he  has  nearest  the  enemy's 
or  if  Major  Buckner  thinks  he  can  meet  a  requisition  for  a  thousand  bales  I  will 
on  him. 

W.  A 

January  23, 1 

Until  other  parties  have  had  their  full  quota  designated  it  will  be  difficult  to  * 
the  above,  but  in  a  few  days  after  my  arrival  at  Monroe  will  be  Mie  to  give  ; 
nite  reply. 

JOHN  A.  BUCKNER, 
Major  and  A,  A 

Shreveport,  La.,  January  21, 1 

Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirbt  Smith, 

Commanding  Department  of  Trans-Miae^f  Shreveport,  La. : 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  you  the  receipt  of  Captain  ' 
communication  of  date  to  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hutchings,  in  answer  to  my  di 
for  a  final  settlement  of  my  claim  for  an  invoice  of  cloth  delivered  to  Maj.  C.  R 
quarterniaster  at  Brownsville,  on  the  3d  of  June,  1863.  This  communication 
me  in  the  same  uncertainty  as  I  was  before  I  undertook  the  long  and  tiresome  1 
come  here,  thus  acting  accordingly  with  instructions  and  suggestions  of  Captai 
cayet,  who  affirmed  me  that  I  would  obtain  justice  from  you. 

Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell,  after  a  careful  examination  of  my  claim,  ai 
papers  appertaining  to  it,  gave  me  a  letter  by  which  he  confirmed  that  be  was 
to  settle  with  me.  In  the  conversation  he  alluded  to  a  settlement  of  my  els 
specie  instead  of  cotton,  which  I  am  willing  to  accept.  I  had  then  all  reasons 
lieve  that  I  had  come  to  the  end  of  my  troubles,  but  the  communication  alln 
here  above  in  placing  my  claim  in  a  zeneral  point  of  view,  declines  me  the  ri 
priority  to  which  I  am  entitled,  and  m  referring  me  to  the  cotton  bureau  at  Ho 
deprives  me  even  of  the  hope  of  getting  a  final  settlement,  the  chief  of  that  l 
being  unable  to  settle  it  without  a  special  order  from  you.  Lieutenant-C 
Broadwell  is  ready,  upon  your  order,  to  settle  my  voucher  by  an  equivalent  in  c 
therefore,  I  beg  leave  of  you,  general,  to  reconsider  the  matter  and  anthorize  0 
B.  to  settle  with  me,  or  if  not  compatible  with  your  views,  to  give  me  a  special 
for  an  immediate  settlement  with  Lieutenant-Colonel  Hatchings. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

LEON  QUEYROU 
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Shre\'KPORT,  La.,  «7airiiary^>  ld64. 

I  this  day  acknowledge  to  have  received  from  Lient.  Col.  W.  A.  Broad  well  an  order 
upon  Maj.  J.  A.  Bnckner  for  (ti9^)  eigbt  hundred  and  oinety-eight  bales  of  cotton  in 
payment  of  the  certified  account  of  Maj.  Cbas.  Russell  for  f80,e58.42y  as  ordered  bj 
Lieatenant' General  Smith  in  his  indorsement  npoo  this  instrument.  The  order  for 
the  cottoD  is  made  in  favor  J.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co. 

LEON  QLTEYROUZE. 
[No.  56.] 

[Eodonemeiits.  1 

Note.— Maj.  Bnckner  is  authorized,  should  the  cotton  used  in  payment  be  fonndto 
weigh  leas  than  450  pounds  per  bale,  to  deliver  enough  additional  to  bring  the  quan- 
tity Dp  to  that  average.  * 

W.  A.  B. 
[Heftdqaarten  Tians-Miss.  Deputmeni.] 

Shreveport,  Jamuarjf  22,  1864. 

Lieut.-Col.  W.  A.  Broad  well,  chief  of  the  cotton  burean,  will  pay  the  certified  ao- 
eonnt  of  Maj.  Chas.  Russell  for  about  |80,000  in  cotton  at  20^  cents  per  ponud. 

A  permit  to  export  cotton  thus  acquired  will  be  issued  upon  payment  of  the  duty 
required  by  law. 
By  command  of  Lieutenant-General  £.  Kirb v  Smith. 

GEO.  WILLIAMSON, 

Maj,  and  A.  A,  S. 

[Headqnarten  Tnns-lf  iasiflsippi  Department,  Office  of  the  Cotton  Burenn.] 

Shbeykport,  La.,  January  26,  1864. 

M^.  J.  A.  BUCKNER, 

Assistant  Inspector  General,  Monroe,  La.: 

Major:  Ton  have  herewith  the  application  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of 

Bft^  to  obtain  it  Mttlement  of  a  claim  due  them  by  the  Government,  payable  in 

^^Id  at  Brownsville,  or  cotton  at  specie  value,  upon  which  is  indorsed  an  order  from 

^l^tenant-General  Smith  to  pay  the  same  in  cotton  at  20|  cente  per  pound. 

piia  debt  is  in  the  shape  of  the  certified  account  of  Maj.  Chas.  RnsseU  for  $80,858,42. 

^Q  order  to  cover  the  same,  facilitate  delivery,  and  make  a  liberal  settlement  with 

2^M  gentlemen  it  has  been  determined  here  to  average  the  weight  of  the  cotton  at 

^Ibs.  per  bale.     Say  (8d8)  eight  hundred  and  ninety -eight  bales  of  cotton,  which 

7<>Q  will  deliver  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  or  their  authorized  representative, 

^t  of  any  government  cotton  nnder  yonr  control,  not  already  disposed  of,  nearest 

*^Q  enemy's  lines  at  the  Mississippi  River. 

An  order  will  be  issued  from  department  headquarters  exempting  this  898  bales  of 
^tton  from  destruction  by  our  forces. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  A.  BROADWELL, 
Lieutenant'Colonel  and  Chief  of  Cotton  Btvreau, 

[Indorsement.] 

^ajor  Bnckner  delivered  983  bales  of  cotton  on  this  order,  weighing  4111  ponuds 
^Verage ;  the  weight  was  computed  at  450  ponuds  when  the  estimate  of  89d  bales  was 

W.  A.  B. 

[Headqtmrters  Trans-MiMiMlppi  Department,  office  of  the  Cotton  Bureau.] 

,|^  Shrevepokt,  La.,  January  2G,  1864. 

***jor  J.  A.  BUCKNER, 

Assistant  Inspeetor'General,  MonroCf  La. : 

^ Major:  Yon  have  herewith  the  application  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  i&  Co.,  of 
"*vre,  to  obtain  a  settlement  of  a  claim  due  them  by  the  Government  payable  in  gold 
**  Brownsville,  or  cotton  at  specie  value,  upon  which  is  indorsed  an  order  from  Lien- 
**nant-Geiieral  Smith  to  pay  the  same  in  cotton  at  2<4  cents  per  pound.  This  debt  is 
**>  the  shape  of  the  certified  account  of  Major  Chas.  Russell,  for  $80,858.42. 
.,  **t  order  to  cover  the  same,  facilitate  delivery,  aud  make  a  liberal  settlement  with 
J^Jj8e  gentlemen,  it  has  been  determined  here  to  average  the  weight  of  tlie  cotton  at 
3^  pounds  per  bale,  say  898  bales  of  cotton,  which  you  will  deliver  to  Mee*ta,  G,  A. 
^  nfore  &.  Co.,  or  their  authorized  representatWeA,  ovit  ot  wa.^  QtON^T\i\ftsj.\NX  ^t^Wsrcv 
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under  your  control,  not  already  disposed  of,  nearest  the  enemy's  lines  at  the  Missiaaip 
River.    An  order  will  be  issued  from  department  headquarters  exempting  this  8 
bales  of  cotton-  from  destruction  by  our  forces. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 
Lieutenant-Colonel  and  Chief  of  Cotton  Bureau, 
Official : 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captain  and  Assistant  Quartermaster, 

Major  Bnckner  delivered  983  bales  of  cotton  on  this  order,  weighing  4111  pent 
average ;  the  weight  was  compensated  at  450  pounds  when  the  estimate  of  89^  ba 
was  made.  9, 

W,  A.  B 
Official : 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captain  and  Assistant  Quartem\ast&9 

['So.  1907.    Headqaart«T8  Trans-Mississippi  Departmeiit.1 

Shreveport,  La.,  January  29,  1864 

Colonel:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  this  date,  stating  *' Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More 
Co.  inform  you  they  have  not  the  coin  to  pay  the  export  duty  on  the  cotton  acqair 
by  them  from  the  Government,  898  bales,"  and  stating  you  **have  said  to  them  y 
see  no  way  of  conforming  to  the  law  unless  you  (I)  authorize  you  to  take  his  exchan^ 
on  Havre  in  lieu  of  coin,"  I  have  the  honor  to  say,  while  I  believe  Lieutenaut-GeDer 
Smith  would  approve,  under  the  circumstances,  of  your  a^^cepting  the  exchange  in  li* 
of  the  coin,  I  am  unwilling  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  giving  any  order  intl 
matter  in  his  name  without  special  instructions. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEO.  WILLIA^ISON, 
Major  and  Acting  Assistant  Quartermoiier, 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwkll, 

Chief  of  Cotton  Bureau^  Shreveport^  La. 

Headquarters  Cotton  Bureau, 

Shreveport  J  La,,  January  29,  1864. 

Respectfully  referred  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

Lieu  tenan  t-  CoIomL 

(Indorsement :)  Returned.  We  have  not  the  coin  and  the  arrangements  fall  throng 
unless  you  can  take  a  draft  or  security  for  payment  of  the  duty  here  within  six. 
days.     Fp,  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.    Jules  Le  More. 

[Headquarters  Trans-Mississippt  Department,  office  of  the  Cotton  Bureau.] 

Shreveport  La.,  March  2, 1B64.. 

General  ;  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  presented  to  me  on  the  20th  of  Janai^ 
Maj.  Charles  Russell's  certified  account  for  $80,858.42,  which  they  said  ought  to  hik. 
been  paid  some  time  since  in  cotton  at  20^  cents  per  pound.  They  were  informed  tb 
if  you  directed  it  I  would  pay  them  iu  any  cotton  under  my  control  at  20i  cents,  whi 
they  signified  a  willingness  to  accept,  requested  me  to  make  the  proposition  In  wr" 
ing,  and  that  they  would  show  it  to  you,  and  endeavor  to  procure  your  order  upp 
me  to  settle. 

In  reply  to  their  application  to  this  effect  they  were  referred  by  Captain  Wesfc 
Colonel  Hutchings,  against  which  they  remonstrated,  and  urged  you  to  permit  '^ 
debt  settled  by  me.  Wherenpon  you  ordered  me  to  pay  the  account  of  Major  Russ 
at  20-J  cents  per  pound  in  cotton,  said  cotton  to  be  exempted  from  destruction,  w 
permit  to  export. 

Subsequently,  after  you  left  for  Honston,  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co.  complained  t1 
they  were  not  given  enough  cotton.    They  were  informed  that  the  898  bales  of  cot^ 
given  them  in  payment  would  bring  at  l^lOO  per  bale  specie  (which  price  has  been 
peatedly  offered  you),  nearly  |10,()00  more  than  the  certified  account  of  Major  Rnsv 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

Lieulenant-CvUm^* 

Lieutenant-General  Smith. 

Official : 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captaiu  and  Assistant  Quartermaster 
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On  the  26th  of  January,  three  days  prior  to  the  date  of  this  letter,  I  settled  with 
Uemrs.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  and  took  up  the  indebtedness  of  the  Government  by  a  draft 
on  Major  Backner  for  898  bales  cotton,  for  which  we  have  been  offered  in  gold,  or  its 
equivalent,  f  120  per  bale — $107,766.  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co.  claim  in  this  letter  only 
$80,856.42  and  interest.  The  difference  between  the  amount  they  claim  and  the 
amoant  the  cotton  can  be  sold  for  will  cover  all  the  dama<res  sustained  by  the  delay. 
I  offered  to  pay  these  gentlemen  in  checks  of  the  Canal  &  Citizens'  Bauk,  at  60  per 
cent,  discount,  when  gold  was  quoted  at  59  premium.  I  never  had  any  order  to  settle 
their  claim  for  damages.  I  did  not  know  they  claimed  any  damages  at  the  time  I  re- 
quested the  general  to  order  the  Russell  account  settled  in  cotton  at  20^^  cents  per 
poand,  bat  supposed  that  the  settlement  ordered  by  General  Smith  was  satisfactory 
and  would  prove  final. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 
I  Lieutenant'ColoneL 

Official : 

W.  C.  BLACK, 
Captain  and  JsHsiant  Quartemuister. 

I 

N.  B.  The  receipt  of  Leon  Qneyrouse,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More,  shows  that  983 
hales  of  cotton  w«re  delivere<l.  This  excess  in  the  number  of  bales  was  caused  by  the 
deficiency  in  weight  of  the  898  as  stated  above. 

W.  A.  B. 

Cotton  Bureau,  Shrkveport,  March  8,  1864. 
Meesrs.  K.  Nugent  and  J.  T.  Belknap  : 

Gentlemen:  With  the  consent  of  Mr.  Le  More  you  are  designated  by  Lieutenant- 
Creneral  Smith  to  determine  the  merits  of  some  demands  made  by  Le  More,  which  he 
will  explain  to  yon.  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  the  papers  relating  thereto,  and  will 
tbank  you  to  record  your  decision  on  the  back  of  this  paper. 

Should  any  information  desired  by  you  be  omitted,  I  will  gladly  supply  the  defi- 
ciency. 

It  is  proper  to  add  that  Maj.  J.  A.  Bnckner  informed  these  gentlemen  in  my  pres- 
ence that  he  was  prepared  to  give  the  cotton  which  they  had  selected  aft«r  personal 
examination. 

Very  reipectfolly,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

LieutenanU  Colonel. 

1 9«nd  this  by  Capt.  W.  C.  Black,  who  will  represent  the  Government. 

If  you  are  uoable  to  agree,  please  select  some  third  party  whose  decision  will  be 
final. 

W.  A.  B. 

[Indorsements.] 

Cotton  Bureau,  Shreveport,  March  10,  1364. 

^  Respectfully  referred  to  Brig^  Gen.  W.  R.  Boggs,  for  his  information,  that  the  case  of 
*^  More  &,  Co.  has  been  finally  settled  in  accordance  with  the  manner  proposed  by 
l»mi8elf. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 

Lieutenant'  Colonel, 

tJpon  examination  of  the  papers  presented  in  this  case,  we  decide  that  the  claim  of 
"■^^ssrs.  Le  More  &  Co.  has  been  equitably  settled. 
Shreveport,  March  10,  1864. 

RICHARD  NUGENT. 
H.  M.  WRIGHT, 

Umpire, 
^*  M.  Wright  was  selected  by  us  as  the  third  party. 

J.  T.  BELKNAP, 
^  RICHARD  NUGENT. 

^^reveport,  March  10,  1864. 

Yppon  examination  of  the  documents  referred  to  within,  it  is  my  opinion  that  Messrs. 

^1?  Slore  &  Co.  have  no  further  claim  on  this  department,  as  exhibited  by  the  receipt 

liA.  '^^J*  Charles  RusselPs  certified  account,  without  prejudice  to  any  claim  they  may 

^^^«  against  the  Confederate  States  Government  at  Richmond  for  dlfierence  in  de- 

^%iy  of  cotton  paid  them. 
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Shrevkport,  La.,  March  11, 1864. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broad\s ELL,  Shreveport: 

Colonel:  Haviii|r  btiard  from  Mr.  Belknap,  my  arbitrator  in  the  case  pending  be- 
tween us,  that  he  cannot  come  to  an  nnder^tanding  with  your  own  arbitrator,  Mr. 
Nugent,  therefore  I  request  that  Mr.  Ulger  Lanve,  president  of  the  Branch  Citizfos' 
Bank,  may  be  called  to  decide  the  question,  as  it  wae  agreed  by  Lieat.  Gen.  £.Kiiby 
Smith  in  our  interview  with  him  on  the  9th  instant. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

Shreveport,  La.,  March  l\,l%i. 
To  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith, 

Commanding  Department  Trana-MUivtsippif  Shreveport : 

General:  Hearing  at  this  very  moment  th sit  Messrs.  Belknap  and  Nugent,  arbi- 
trators appointed  to  decide  in  the  ea«e  pending  between  Colonel  Broadwell  and 
myself  could  not  come  to  an  agreement,  Mr.  Wright  happening  to  come  in  Colonel 
B/s  office,  was  called  to  give  his  o])inion,  when  it  was  understood  in  your  presence 
that  in  case  Messrs.  Belknap  and  Nugent  could  not  come  to  a  definite  conclusion,  Mr. 
Ulger  Lauve  would  be  called  as  an  umpire.  I  would  therefore  request  of  yoo,  gen- 
eral, that  you  would  maintain  the  agreement  made  before  you. 
Respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

[Indorsement.! 

Cotton  Bureau,  Shrevkport,  March  11, 1^. 

Respectfully  returned.  Mr.  Le  More  addressed  a  similar  letter  to  me,  to  whieh  1 
made  the  following  reply : 

Mr.  Jules  Lb  More: 

Dear  Sir:  In  reply  to  your  favor  of  this  date  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yoathit 
the  case  to  which  you  refer  was  disposed  of  yesterday  in  accordance  with  yoiir  own 
proposition  and  the  usual  manner  of  adjusting  such  difficulties.  All  the  facts  &R 
clearly  expressed  in  writing  by  the  report  of  the  Commission,  a  copy  of  which  I  beg 
permission  to  inclose.  The  original  ib  filed  at  department  headquarters  for  the  infor- 
mation of  Lientenant-General  Smith.  Mr.  Lauve  is  a  gentleman  for  whom  I  enter- 
tain very  high  respect,  but  I  doubt  whether  he  would  consent  to  act  in  a  case  of  this 
description,  wherein  you  claim  the  extraordinary  privilege  of  selecting  two  oat  of 
three  persons  to  determine  your  own  case. 

Hoping  this  explanation  will  prove  satisfactory,  I  have  the  honor  to  announce  that 
this  case  will  not  be  reopened  with  my  consent. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 

Lieutenant-Colon^' 

San  Antonio,  Tex.,  June  23, 1864. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  yours  of  this  date,  I  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  pnrcha*  of 
gray  cloth  from  you  was  made  with  the  expectation  of  paying  for  the  same  in  cot- 
ton t^  be  delivered  at  Brownsville,  Tex.,  at  its  market  value  on  the  day  of  delirery. 
If  the  cotton  had  been  delivered  to  you  at  any  point  in  the  interior  of  Texas  or 
elsewhere,  I  should  either  have  charged  its  specie  value  at  the  place  of  deiivcrj 
or  the  Brownsville  price,  less  the  cost  of  transportation  from  the  place  of  the  delivery 
to  Brownsville.  I  certainly  should  not  expect  you  to  receive  cotton  on  theBraaosor 
at  San  Antonio  at  Brownsville  prices. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedieut  servant, 

CHARLES  RUSSELL, 
Major  and  Qttartermasiery  C.  S.  A. 

Maj.  Leon  Queyrouze, 

San  Antonio,  Tex, 

Matamoras,  September  19, 1864. 
Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell, 

Chief  Cotton  Bureau,  Shreveport: 

Colonel:  Some  months  ago  Mr.  J.  Le  More  gave  you  a  draft  on  Messrs.  6.  A. L* 
More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  for  the  sum  of  2,694  francs,  being  the  amount  of  export  duties 
on  cotton,  for  which  you  gave  an  order  on  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner,  at  Monroe. 

Said  cotton  having  been  seized  by  the  Federal  forces  on  the  Ouachita,  I  reapcel- 
fuUy  beg  of  you  that  said  draft  be  returned  to  me. 


FRENCH   AXD   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  441 

bsence  yon  wonid  oblige  me  very  much  by  handing  it  to  Mr.  John  Lannee^ 
;  it  to  me  here,  care  Queyronze,  Tertron. 
y  respectfully,  yoar  obedient  servant, 

LEON  QUEYROUZE,  Agent. 

[Indonemento.  1 

Cotton  -Bureau,  Trans-Mississippi  Department, 

San  AnUmiOf  Xovfmbfr  13,  1864. 

fully  referred  to  Hon.  P.  M.  Gray,  a^ent  of  the  Treasui^  Department,  who 
d  that  by  direction  of  the  commanding  general  I  ordered  Mi^or  Bnokner  to 
an  indebtedness  of  Maj.  Charles  Rnssell  of  about  $80,000,  due  in  specie,  with 
it  of  the  Oaachita  River,  within  a  short  distance  of  Natchez.    No  militaiy 

present  to  destroy  cotton  in  the  section  where  thin  was  located,  and  this 
ith  some  other  parcels,  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy, 
e  approval  of  headquarters  and  in  the  absence  of  any  collector  of  cnstoms,  I 

Messrs.  Le  More,  as  they  had  no  coin,  a  draft  upon  Havre  for  the  export  duty, 
ras  deposited,  with  all  other  export  duties  collected  by  me,  in  the  depository 
port,  La.,  to  the  credit  of  the  ireasnry  C.  S.  Under  the  circnmst^inces,  as 
s  claim  to  have  lost  the  cotton,  it  may  be  right  to  return  this  money.  The 
>re8ented  and  the  decision  of  Judge  Gray  is  respectfuUv  asked. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

Lieutenant-  Cotonel, 

C.  S.  Treasury  Agency;  ^<w«ii6«r  9, 1864. 

of  exchange  was  irregularly  deposited  in  the  Treasury.  It  may  be  returned 
lositor  and  he  can  decide  to  whom  it  belongs. 

P.  W.  GRAY, 
Agent  Treatury, 

d  at  agency,  October  29,  1864. 

« 

Cotton  Bureau,  Shreveport,  La., 

December  26, 1864. 

bo  certify  that  on  the  22d  day  of  March,  1864, 1  delivered,  throngh  Maj.  J.  A. 
to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  983  bales  of  cotton  on 
River,  and  received  by  them  in  payment  of  the  certified  account  of  Mi^. 
inssell  for  $80,858.42.  This  cotton  was  delivered  by  Maj.  John  A.  Bnckner, 
Lder  authority  from  this  office ;  all  of  which  is  evidenced  by  the  receipt  of 
yrouze,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More  &,  Co. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL. 

Lieutenant-Colonel, 

Cotton  Bureau,  Shreveport,  La., 

December  26, 1864. 

K)  certify  that  on  the  22d  day  of  March,  1864, 1  delivered,  throngh  Maj.  J» 
er,  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  i  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  983  bales  of  cotton  on 
jRiver,  and  which  was  received  by  them  in  payment  of  the  certified  account  of 
'les  Russell  for  $?^0,858.42.  This  cotton  was  delivered  by  Maj.  John  A.  Buck- 
g  under  authority  from  this  office  ;  all  of  which  is  evidenced  by  the  receipt  of 
yrouze,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More  &  Co. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 

Lieutenant-Colonel. 

[Office  for  the  Settlement  of  Im.  Claimg.! 

Shreveport,  La.,  December  21,  1864. 

1.  W.  A.  BROADWELL, 

efofthe  Cotton  Bureau^  Shreveport^  La. : 

f  a  letter  of  Matamoras,  December  1,  1864,  Mr.  Leon  Queyrouze,  agent  of 
Vfore  &  Co.,  Havre,  France,  request  me  to  ask  you  to  deliver  me  a  certificate 
kte,  signed  and  attested  before  a  notary  public  in  Louisiana,  specifying  that 
»les  of  cotton  (delivered  by  you  or  your  agent)  are  the  bona  fide  property  of 
.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France.  « 

sed  to  forward  it  to  my  office,  Telegraph  Buildings,  at  your  earliest  con ven- 
Mr.  Queyronze  is  very  anxious  to  have  it  as  promptly  as  possible. 
ir,  awaiting  your  answer,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  E.  LASALLE. 


\ 
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Shreveport,  La.,  Januarif  5, 1866. 
Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broad WEix,  present: 

Colonel  :  Please  to  sign  tbe  duplicate  of  your  certificate  for  Leon  Qneyrouze  and 
O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  as  they  request  me  to  send  them  in  duplicate. 
You  will  oblige,  respectfully,  yQur  obedient  servant, 

A.  E.  LASALLE. 

[Office  chief  quartermaater,  first  division  of  Texas.] 

Fort  Brown,  October  30, 1863. 

Sir  :  Your  communication  of  23d  instant,  inclosing  a  letter  addressed  to  yoa  from 
the  parties  you  represented  in  the  sale  of  gray  cloth  to  the  government,  was  received, 
iind  I  reply  as  follows  :  At  the  time,  this  purchase  was  made  by  me  it  was  based  upon 
the  expectation  that  the  cotton  purchased  by  Major  Hare  for  the  liquidation  of  gOY' 
«rnment  indebtedness  at  this  place,  and  represented  by  that  officer  eit  route,  woqM 
rive  within  the  time  specified  (90  days).     In  this  I  was  disappointed,  aod  am  ODable 
to  give  any  satisfactory  reason,  more  than  the  impossibility  of  procuring  transports- 
tion.   This  is  all  the  information  that  Ihave  from  Major  Hart  on  tne  subject.  The  disap- 
pointment, therefore,  is  attributable  to  officers  in  the  interior,  and  not  myself.  Being 
anxious  to  meet  this  payment,  as  well  as  all  my  indebtedness  on  account  of  the  gov- 
€mment,  and  upon  your  statements  as  to  your  necessities,  I  promised  to  turn  over  to  yoa 
60  bale^  of  cotton  to  meet  your  immediate  wants.    I  told  you  at  the  time  that  mj 
orders  were  special  in  regard  to  cotton  impressed  by  me,  but  in  consideration  of  year 
situation  I  would  make  the  payment. 

About  this  time  I  started  to  Houston  with  a  proposition  which  I  hoped  would  enable 
me  to  realize  a  sufficiency  in  cash  to  make  all  our  payments  on  my  re1;nrn,  and  lefi 
orders  with  my  successor  to  transfer  to  you  the  60  bales  of  cotton  that  I  promised  yon. 
During  my  absence  an  order  from  Li euteu  ant-General  Smith  arrived,  of  which  I  knew 
nothing  before  I  left,  and  a  vessel  loaded  with  ordnance,  which  required  all  the  cot* 
ton  to  be  had  to  meet ;  hence  the  60  bales  intended  for  you  was  directed  to  these  pur- 
poses. It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  I  regret  these  disappointments,  but  I 
■am  at  the  same  time  conscious  that  it  is  attributable  to  causes  beyond  my  control,  and 
feel  that  no  blame  can  be  attributed  to  me.  My  proposition  at  Houston,  of  which! 
have  spoken  above,  met  with  the  approval  of  the  major-general  commanding,  bet  the 
failure  of  the  organization  of  the  cotton  bureau,  by  which  all  our  indebtedness  wssto 
be  paid,  rendered  the  consummation  of  my  plans  impossible,  and  I  was  forced  to  re- 
turn to  meet  my  creditors  with  the  oft-repeated  promise  that  I  would  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible pay  them  up.  It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  my  anxiety  to  pay  the 
indebtedness  of  the  government  is  scarcely  equaled  by  ;that  of  the  creditors  to  re- 
oeive  it ;  but,  sir,  I  am  dependeuton  others,  and  can  only  act  in  conformity  with  their 
plans.  In  regard  to  your  several  propositions  for  a  settlement,  I  can  only  say  that  1 
am  not  prepared  to  accede  to  either  at  present,  but  renew  my  promises  that  as  soon 
as  I  possible  can  I  will  (lay  this  debt. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHARLES  RUSSELL, 
Major  and  QitartermatUT' 

Mr.  Leon  Qukyrouze,  Brownsv^iUe, 

Official: 

W.  (D.  BLACK, 
Captain  and  Aasiatani  QHartemuuiff' 

Shreveport,  La.,  January  29,  1^6^- 
TTo  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith, 

Commanding  Trans- Mississippi  Department^  Shreveport^  La,: 

Gbnerax:  I  have  had  the  honor  to  call  on  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell  with  your  or- 
der authorizing  hini  to  settle  Maj.  C.  Russell's  voucher  for  the  cloth  I  delivered  m 
June  last  at  Brownsville  for  account  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  Havre,  France. 

It  happens  that  in  receiving  the  cotton  here,  instead  of  Brownsville,  as  agreed  to 
on  the  delivery  of  the  goods,  the  expenses  will  give  a  difference  on  the  coat  of  the 
cotton  at  $41.63  minimum  per  bale,  which  the  firm  I  represent  is  to  lose  on  account  of 
an  injustice  made  to  me  by  the  Confederate  officer  at  Brownsville. 

Colonel  Broailwell,  notwithstanding  his  acknowledgment  of  the  justice  of  my  denuwtti 
declines  to  compen.sate  me  the  difierence  by  an  equivalent  of  cotton.  During  yoor 
absence  from  this  place,  consequemly  being  unable  to  have  the  mattcff'  deciaedhy 
you,  I  accepted  from  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell  an  order  for  898  bales  cotton,  re- 
serving me  the  right  to  call  on  you  upon  your  return  for  a  decision  and  settlement. 

To  cover  the  difference,  being  $37,383.74,  it  requires  an  additional  amount  of  334  b»W 
of  oottou,  making  a  total  of  1,222  bales,  whilst  Capt.  F.  Dncayer  sent  by  year  autfaontf 
to  Texas  to  inquire  into  tbe  matter  of  cotton  transactions,  after  an  examination  oi 
my  claim,  declared  that  it  would  teivi'^Vwi  «k\.^«i\^<6^^»&  ^\»  V^a&I  V400  bales. 
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Yoa  will  find  herewith  a  copy  of  the  consolidated  statement  of  expenses  I  directed 
0  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broad  well,  together  with  his  indorsements.  If  Colonel  Broad- 
rell  considers  our  transaction  as  a  speculation  on  my  part  or  on  the  part  of  the  firm 
[represent,  he  is  greatly  mistaken,  and  you  may  satisfy  yourself  hy  the  instructions 
X)ntuined  in  a  letter  of  Mr.  J.  Le  More,  dated  Matamoros,  October  22,  1863,  copy  of 
fthich  was  sent  to  these  headquarters,  together  with  other  documents  appertaining 
otbis  claim,  by  Capt.  T.  Ducayer  on  the  30th  of  October  last,  as  cannot  consider  this 
natter  a  speculation ;  the  advance  on  cotton  cannot  be  of  any  importance,  because  it 
nay  decrease  as  quickly  by  the  time  I  may  be  able  to  deliver  it  in  Europe. 

My  only  object  is  to  receive  nothing  more  but  the  net  amount  of  my  claim.  This, 
fpaid  in  gold,  $80,h58.42,  with  8  per  cent,  interest  from  the  3d  of  June,  1863,  to  date 
)f  payment ;  if  in  cotton,  the  expenses,  as  per  copy  of  statement  to  be  included  and 
dded,  without  any  interest  for  the  delay  in  the  settlement 

Awaiting  your  decision,  which  I  hope  will  be  just  and  favorable,  I  have  the  honor 

0  remain,  general,  , 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 

LEON  QUEYROUZE. 

1  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C.  S.  CommitsioneTf  La, 
JShreveport,  La.,  Jaw  4,  1864. 

[Indoraementa.] 

Headquarters  Trans- Mississippi  Department, 

Shreteportf  La,^  March  7,  1864. 

Q.  20.  £.  B.  20S7.     Respectfully  returned  to  Mr.  Leon  Qaeyrouze,  whose  attention 
directed  to  the  indorsement  of  Lientenanfr-Colonel  Broadwell,  which  states  dis- 
Dctly  that  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  in  cotton,  at 
H  per  pound,  was  made  at  the  request  of  those  gentlemen. 
By  command  of  Lieut.  Gen.  Kirby  Smith. 

E.  CUNNINGHAM, 

Lieutenant  and  A,  D,  C. 

Cotton  Bureau, 
Shreveporty  La,,  March  — ,  1864. 

General  :  Messrs.  T.  A.  Le  More  presented  to  me  on  the  20th  of  January  Maj. 

baa.  Kussell  certified  account  for  $80,858.42,  which,  they  say,  ought  to  have  been  paid 

»metime  since  in  cotton  at  20^  per  pound. 

They  were  informed  that  if  you  directed  it  I  would  pay  them  in  any  cotton  under 

ly  control  at  20^  cent«,  which  they  signified  a  willingness  to  accept,  requested  me  to 

lake  the  proposition  in  writing,  and  that  they  would  show  it  to  you,  and  endeavor 

>  procure  your  order  upon  me  to  settle. 

In  reply  to  their  application  to  this  effect  they  were  referred  by  Captain  West  to 

olonel  Hutchins,  against  which  they  remonstrated,  and  urged  you  to  permit  the  debt 

•ttled  by  me,  whereupon  you  ordered  me  to  i)ay  the  account  of  Major  Russell  at  20^ 

)f  pound  in  cotton;  said  cotton  to  be  exempted  from  destruction  with  permit  to  ex- 

m. 

Subsequently,  after  you  left  for  Houston,  Messrs.  Le  More&  Qneyrouse  complained 
i4t  they  were  not  given  enough  cotton. 

On  the  26th  of  Januarj-,  three  days  prior  to  the  date  of  this  letter,  I  settled  with 
fiasrs.  J.  A.  Le  More,  and  took  up  the  indebtedness  of  the  government  by  a  draft  on 
ftjor  Buckner  fpr  898  bales  of  cotton,  for  which  you  have  been  offered  in  gold  or  its 
luivalent  $120  per  bale — $107,760.  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  claim  in  this  letter 
»jy  $80,858.42  and  interest. 

The  difference  between  the  amount  thej-  claim  and  the  amount  of  cotton  can  be 
M  for  will  cover  all  the  damages  sustained  by  the  delay.  I  offered  to  pay  these 
'Qtlemen  in  checks  of  the  Canal  and  Citizens  Bank  at  (iO  per  cent,  discount  when 
lid  was  quoted  at  59  per  cent,  premium.  I  never  had  au}'  order  to  settle  their  claim 
f  damages.  I  did  not  know  at  the  time  I  requested  the  general  to  order  Major  Rua- 
0*8  account  settled  in  cotton  at  20^  cents  per  pound,  but  supposed  the  settlement 
dered  bv  General  Smith  was  satisfactory  and  would  prove  final. 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 

Lieutenant-  Colonel, 
To  Lieut.  Gen.  £.  Smith, 

Commanding  Drana- Mississippi  Department, 

I  certify  that  the  within  indorsements  are  correct  copies  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
Confederate  States  Commi8«ioncr,  Lo«isia«a. 
Shrevkport^  June  4,  1964. 
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[Headquarters  Xrans-MisaisBippi  Department,  office  of  Cotton  Bureau.] 

Shrevxport,  La.,  January  29, 1864. 
Ma].  G.  A.  BuCKNER, 

Assistant  Inspector' General,  Monroe j  La. : 

Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  will  be  permitted  to  export  the  cotton  required  by 
them,  898  bales' 

W.  A.  BROADWELL, 
Lieutenant- Colonel  and  Chief  of  Cotton  Bureaiu 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
Confederate  States  Commissionery  Louisiana. 
Shreveport,  La,,  June  4y  1864. 

Shreveport,  La.,  March  10, 1864. 
T.  K.  Belknap,  Esq.,  Shreveport,  La.: 

Sir:  In  accordance  with  agreement  made  between  Lieut.  Col.  E.  Kirby  Smithf 
Lieut.  Col.  Broadwell,  and  myself,  yesterday  morning,  I  appointed  you  as  the  arbiter 
to  represent  my  int-erest  in  the  examination  of  the  claims  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.,  Havre, 
and  Maj.  Ci  Russell,  quartermaster,  C.  S.  A.,  I  omitted  to  specify  to  you  that  the  ob- 
ject was  for  you  to  decide  if  my  claim  of  324  bales  of  cotton  more  was  just  or  not.  The 
arbitrators  have  to  decide  but  on  that  question,  all  the  other  particulars  and  details 
of  the  atfair  being  already  understood  and  agreed  upon  by  the  lieutenant-general  com- 
manding department  and  the  parties  thereunto  concerned. 

Should  Colonel  Broad  well's  arbitrators  and  vonrself  not  agree  on  that  point,  itbM 
been  understood  with  the  Lieut.  G«n.  K.  Smith  that  Mr.  Ulger  Lonve  should  be  ap- 
pointed, and  would  decide  the  question.  Therefore,  should  any  difference  of  opinion 
exist  between  you  and  Colonel  B.'s  arbitrators,  I  will  respectfully  request  you  to  call 
and  assign  Mr.  Louve,  as  agreed  between  the  lieutenant-^n^ral.  Colonel  B.,  and  my- 
self. ^ 
Respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

JULES  LE  MOBE. 


-i 


I  certify  that  the  foregoing  Is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C.  S,  Commiseionerj  U. 
Shreveport,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 

Shreveport,  La.,  Mareik  12, 1864, 

Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby  Smith, 

Commanding  Trans-Mississippi  Department : 

General:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  you  herewith  my  protest  against  the  unlawful 
and  unjust  proceedings  in  the  case  pending  between  the  cotton  bureau  and  myself  for 
my  just  claim  of  324  bales  of  cotton. 

Should  you  decide  against  said  protest,  I  will  respectfully  ask  that  it  be  recorded 
and  filed  in  your  office,  and  that  an  official  copy  of  all  the  vouchers,  papers,  »nd 
documents  concerning  this  matter  may  be  delivered  to  me  at  the  mobt  convenient 
time  and  as  early  as  possible,  as  I  intend  to  submit  the  w^hole  matter  before  tbe 
proper  authority  at  Richmond,  where  I  don't  doubt  I  shall  obtain  justice. 

I  beg,  respectfully,  general,  your  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  this  protest  and 
letter,  and  remain,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  jS.  Commissioner^  I^- 
Shreveport,  La.,  June  4,  1864. 

Protest  of  Mr.  Jules  Le  More  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre  (France), 
against  the  proceedings  of  Lieut.  Col.  W.  N.  Broadwell,  chief  of  the  cotton  bureaUt 
trans-Mississippi,  in  the  settlement  by  arbitrators  of  the  claims  of  G.  A.  Le  Moi* 
&Co. 

Maj.  C.  Russell,  quartermaster  Confederate  States  army,  in  behalf  of  the  Confed- 
erate States  government,  submitted  to  Lieut.  Gen.  K.  Smith,  commanding  tr»n»" 
Mississippi  Department,  in  the  city  of  Slireveport,  parish  of  Caddo,  State  of  Louisiana* 
on  the  12th  day  of  March,  1864. 

General  :  I,  the  undersigned,  Jules  Le  More,  on  behalf  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  n^- 
chants  in  Havre,  France,  do  solemnly  protest  before  you  against  the  prdctredings  U| 
Cfk8e  pending  between  Lleutenant-CoVwi^V  ^\o«.dwell^  for  the  cotton  bureau,  and  tw 
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I  of  G.  A.  Lo  More  &.  Co.,  aud  also  a^^ainHt  the  selection  and  decision  of  H.  Wright 
umpire,  on  the  following  facts:  Whereas,  in  an  interview  between  Lieut.  Gen. 
by  Smith,  Colonel  Broadwell,  and  the  undersigned,  held  in  the  office  of  General 
ith,  in  the  presence  of  his  aide-de-camp,  M.  E.  Cunningham,  and  after  a  discussion 
he  matter  pendiag,  the  undersigned  proposed  arbitrators,  naming  Messrs.  Ulger 
ive  and  T.  K.  Belknap,  as  competent  business  men ;  whereas  the  undersigned, 
ing  proposed  those  two  gentlemen,  made  the  following  question:^ '^General,  have 
I  any  objection  to  take  those  two  gentlemen  as  arbitrators  t"  To  what  [which] 
nt.-Gen.  Kirby  Smith  and  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell  answered  at  the  same 
e  they  had  none  whatever. 

i^hereas,  when  Mr.  Nugent  was  selected  by  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell  to  be  his 
itrator,  the  undersigned  said  to  the  general :  ''In  case  Mr.  Nugent  and  Mr.  Belknap, 
arbitrator,  would  not  agree,  it  is  well  understood  that  Mr.  U.  Lauvo  would  be  called 
decide  the  question."  To  what  [which]  the  Lieut.  Gen.  Kirby  Smith  said,  "  Yes, 
"  Whereas  that  answer  of  the  general  proves  that  Mr.  Lauve  was  considered  as 
pire  designated  by  the  Lieut.  Gen.  K.  Smith  himself,  and  not  by  the  undersigned. 
Vbereas  when,  in  the  presence  of  the  general  as  aforesaid,  the  names  of  Messrs. 
knap  and  U.  Lauvo  were  given  by  the  undereigned,  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell 
not  make  any  remark.  He  has  not  the  right  thereafter  to  break  up  an  agreement 
a  mere  supposition  specitied  in  his  letter  or  the  11th  instant ;  that  the  party  hence- 
th  selectea  and  appointed,  Mr.  Lauve,  would  not  accept  to  act  in  a  case  of  that  de- 
iption,  when  said  party  had  never  expressed  any  opinion  to  that  effect. 
Jvhereas,  in  rasPs  to  be  decided  by  arbitrators,  the  interested  parties  ought  to  be  both 
»eut  or  absent  to  the  discussion,  and  that  in  this  case  this  rule  has  not  been  ob- 
ved,  as  it  appears  by  tne  following  statement: 

That  on  the  evening  of  the  9th  instant,  at  the  appointed  hour  of  3  o'clock,  the  under- 
;ned  presented  himself  at  the  office  of  the  chief  cotton  bureau  to  assist  in  the  pro- 
edings.  A  few  moments  after,  hardly  giving  the  necessary  time  to  expose  the  case 
nding,  Mr.  Nu^^ent,  arbitrator  for  Mr.  Broadwell,  politely  intimated  (|to]  the  un- 
rsi^ed  that  his  presence  could  be  dispensed  with,  in  these  terms:  *'Sir,  we  have 
iBcient  information  ;  we  will  examine  the  documents,  and  you  will  be  informed  of 
tr  decision  by  to-morrow  morning."  Whereas  the  undersigned  retired ;  and  without 
sing  informed  the  proceedings  and  the  discussion  were  held  and  continued  in  the 
Bee  of  the  cotton  bureau  that  evening  and  the  next  morning,  in  presence  of  Colonel 
roadwell,  and  thereby  permitted  him  (Col.  W.  A.  B.)  to  listen  and  participate  to  the 
iscnssion  of  the  arbitrators,  which  is  against  all  rules  [of]  equity  and  justice. 
Hiereas  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  in  his  letter  in  Halido  to  Messrs.  Nngent  and 
elknap,  dated  9th  instant,  stipulates  that  the  documents  are  inclosed  and  that  they 
ere  not  found ;  that  also  said  letter  does  not  contain  the  copy  of  the  same  delivered 
'the  undersigned  on  the  11th  instant.  N.  B.,  specifying  that  should  the  arbitrators 
It  agree,  they  were  to  select  an  umpire,  consequently  giving  the  undersigned  the 
rtt  to  doubt  of  the  writer's  loyalty. 

Whereas,  contrary  to  the  agreement  aud  to  his  duty,  Colonel  Broadwell  did  not 
'tifV  the  arbitrators  that  the  umpire  appointed  was  Mx.  U.  Lauve,  and  thus,  as  Mr. 
•  Wright  came  in  Col.  A.  W.  Broad  well's  office  during  the  discussion  on  the  morning 
the  10th,  permitted  Mr.  Nugent  [and]  his  arbitrators  to  propose  that  gentleman  as 
ipire,  to  whom  the  undersigned,  if  present,  would  have  objected  to. 
Whereas,  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Belknap,  and  without  notifjing  him,  Mr.  Nngent 
d  Mr.  Wright  based  the  discussion  and  indorsed  their  opinion  in*Lientenant-Col- 
el  Broad  well's  office. 

^Thereas,  although  the  conclusion  was  thus  obtained,  the  undersigned  was  not  no- 
ied  of  it  until  the  11th  instant,  when  he  sent  a  letter  to  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  re- 
esting  him  (as  the  undersigned  had  heard  from  Mr.  Belknap  that  the  arbitrators 
aid  not  agree)  to  call  upon  Mr.  Ulger  Lauve  as  the  umpire  selected  by  lieutenant- 
Deral  commanding. 

tn  consequence,  I,  the  undersigned,  solemnly  protest  against  the  whole  proceedings 
d  the  decision  of  Mr.  H.  Wright  as  umpire,  as  being  unjust,  inequitable,  and  in  vio- 
iion  of  the  agreemeitt  made,  approved,  and  sanctioned  by  Lieut.  Gen.  E.  Kirby 
Qith,  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  aqd  the  undersigned,  in  presence  of  Lieut.  E. 
iDoingham,  aide-de-camp,  in  the  office,  and  respectfiHly  ask  that  the  decision  given 
H.  Wright,  esq.,  be  annulled  and  the  documents  submitted  for  final  decision  to 
r.  U.  Lauve,  president  of  the  Branch  Citizens'  Bank, 
fn  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  seal. 
MAJL.]  JULES  LE  MORE. 

certify  that  the  foregoing  five  pages  are  true  copies  of  the  original. 
IHREVEPORT,  L A.,  June  4,  1864. 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  S.  Commi98ianer,  La, 
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Monroe,  La.,  March  22, 1864 

The  cotton  on  the  plantation  of  Dr.  Simmons^  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  has  1m 
sold  to  Messrs.  O.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  France,  and  nnder  order  fi'oni  General  Kii 
Smith  must  not  be  burned. 

J.  A.  BUCKNER, 
Major  and  Aesutant  Inapectar-Generalf 
•  Jn  charge  of  government  cotton  east  of  the  Ouachita  jRitet 

1  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C,  8.  Oommianoner,  Ia 
Shreveport,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 

Monroe,  La.,  Marek  27,  l^ 

Received  from  Mr.  Leon  Queyrouze,  acting  for  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
Havre,  France,  sixty-six  hundred  dollars  for  hauling  six  hundred  and  sixty  bale( 
cotton  at  the  landing  of  Simmons's  plantation,  on  the  Ouachita  River. 

JOHN  PORGANI 

Monroe,  March  14,  ISS* 

Received  from  G.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co.  (610  for  hauling  165  bales  of  cotton  to  A. 
gare's  plantation  on  the  Ouachita  River. 
1610. 

GEO.  C.  WADDELL, 
Per  JNO.  T.  LUDKLOUGI 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN. 
C.  S,  Commimon/m 

Shreveport,  La.,  June  4,  1864. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

FarUh  of  Ouachita : 

Before  me,  the  undersigned  authority,  personally  appeared  John  Pargond,  Bobe 
Dartch,  and  Joseph  Porgand,  who  declared  upon  oath  that  on  the  9th  of  April,  IdC 
four  hours  before  the  arrival  pf  the  Federal  fleet  of  gunboats  and  transports  at  Mo: 
roe.  La.,  we  heard,  at  Mr.  Pargand^s,  Mr.  Le  More  declare  to  Afaj.  J.  A.  Bnckner,  ii 
spector-geueral  in  charge  of  the  cotton  bureau  at  Monroe,  La.,  that  in  case  the  Kei 
erals  tooK  the  cotton  delivered  by  said  Buckner  to  Mr.  Quey rouse,  agent  for  G.  A 1 

More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  Frapce,  say  983  bales  cotton,  he,  the  said  ,  won 

demand  his  right  of  reclamation  for  Mrs.  from  the  Confederate  States  of  America,  b 
ing  a  permit  from  General  Taylor  authorizing  a  Federal  steamer  to  take  the  saidco 
ton,  had  not  yet  reached  him,  and  that  then  he  considered  the  transaction  betwe( 
the  Confederate  Government  or  its  agents  and  him  (the  said  Queyrouze,  agent) md' 
having  been  completed. 

R.  DORTCH. 

JOHN  PORGAND. 

JAS.  POEGOND. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  16th  day  of  April,  1864. 

CHARLES  DELERY, 

J.  Rtcwifft. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C  S.  CommiitMf^' 
Shreveport,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 

Hopewell  Plantation,  April  3, 1864 
Mr.  Jules  Le  More  : 

The  Federal  gunboats  and  transports  arrived  at  my  plantation  this  day  and  toolL 
board  all  the  cotton  you  had  hauled  to  my  landing  of  the  lot  of  cotton  delivered 
you  by  Major  Buckner  on  behalf  of  the  firm  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  Fraa 
and  refusea  to  give  a  receipt  for  the  same. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  T.  SIMMONi 


^ 
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MONROB,  La.,  J|7ri7  24,  1864. 

I  eertify  that  I  haTe  often  seen  John  T.  Simmons  sign  his  name,  and  that  the  above 
is  htB  genoine  signature. 

In  testimony  'whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office,  at  Mon- 
loe,  on  this  24th  of  AprU,  A.  D.  1864. 

CHARLES  DELERY, 
Beearder  and .  Ex-officiO'  Notary  Public. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

J  AS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C  S.  CommissumeTf  La, 
Sbbevepobi;,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 

Hkadquartehs  TraK8-Mis8.  Departmrnt, 

Avril  4,  1864. 

Satisfactory  assurances  having  been  Riven  that  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  will  ex- 
port to  some  European  ]>ort  the  983  bales  of  cotton  mentioned  within,  they  are  per- 
mitted to  remove  the  same-beyond  the  Confederate  lines  at  such  times  and  under  such 
nstrictions  as  Major-General  Taylor,  commanding  the  district  of  Louisiana,  may 
decide  npon. 
By  command  of  Lient-Gen.  £.  K.  Smith. 

GEO.  WILLIAMSON, 

Major  and  A.  A,  Cr. 

Approved:  Copy,  A.  E^  L.  ' 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JA8.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C  S.  CommtMiofter,  Za. 
Shbsvepobt,  La.,  June  4, 18(54. 

(Indor8einent.1 

Headquarters  District  W.  L., 

In  the  Field,  April  5,  1864. 

Permission  is  granted  Mr.  Qneyrouze  to  remove  by  steamboat,  brought  from  the 
enemy's  lines,  certain  cotton  on  the  Ouachita  River  belonging  to  the  house  of  G.  A.  L. 
4  Co. 

By  command  General  Taylor. 

SURGEL,J.J.  G, 

State  of  Louisiana, 
Parish  of  Ouachita : 

Before  me,  Charles  Delery,  recorder  and  ex-officio  notary  public,  personally  appeared 
Hr.  Alexander  Lazare,  well  known  to  me,  a  respectable  citizen  of  said  parish,  who 
^ecUn»d  npon  oath  that  on  the  9th  of  April,  1864,  Mr.  Leon  Queyroaze,  asent  of 
^easTs.  G.  A.  Le  More  6l  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  returned  from  General  Taylors  head- 
quarters, where  he  [was  J  said  to  have  gone  to  procure  a  permit  to  ship  cotton  through 
<ederal  transports  to  New  Orleans,  when  the  Federal  fleet  under  command  of  Captain 
f'oster  reached  Monroe  on  the  Ouachita  River,  and  consequently  prevented  him  from 
eroflding  said  river. 

A.  LAZARE. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  [me]  this  24th  of  April,  A.  D.  1864. 

CHARLES  DELERY, 
Beoorder  and  Ex-officio  Notary  Public, 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  S.  CoMmisHoneTf  La, 

$900.]  Monroe,  La.,  April  24, 1864. 

Seceived  from  Mr.  Qneyrouze,  the  agent  [of]  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of 
Havre,  France,  nine  hundred  dollars  for  hauling /or  hauling  180  bales  of  cotton  t-o  the 
hmk  of  the  Oniichita  River. 

A.  LAZARE, 
ForD.  HASLEY, 
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MOKSOE,  March  15,  186 

Received  from  Jales  Le  More  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  acconnt,  of  HuTre,  Frai 
$110  for  hauling  26  bales  of  cotton  from  Fowler's  place  to  the  plantation  of  Lazan 
Ouachita  River. 

J.  L.  BYRNl 
«110.] 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  tme  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C  8.  CommiMtumeTf  Ia 
Shbeveport,  La.,  June  4,  1864. 

I,  the  undersigned,  do  certify  on  honor  that  on  the  10th  April,  1864,  323  bale 
cotton  marked  L.  M.,  bought  by  Jales  Le  More  in  behalf  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &.  Co. 
Havre,  France,  was  taken  on  my  plantation  by  a  Federal  transport  of  the  Fedi 
fleet  commanded  by  Captain  Foster,  and  refused  to  give  a  receipt  for  the  same. 

Monroe,  La.,  Aj^  16, 1864. 

A.  LAZARI 

Monroe,  La.,  April  24, 18& 

I  certify  that  the  signature  of  A.Xazare  to  the  within  is  genuine. 
In  testimony  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  mv  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office  on 
24th  of  April,*  1864. 

CHARLES  DILERY, 
Recorder  and  Ex-^fficio  Notary  Publu 

[Indonement.] 

I  certify  that  the  within  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  8.  CommiBBumerf  La 
Shrbveport,  La.,  June  4,  1864. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Ouachita : 

1  certify  that  the  signature  of  John  Ludeling,  J.  L.  Byrne,  A.  Lazare,  and  Jo 
Pargand,  affixed  to  the  annexed  receipts  are  genuine  and  entitled  to  fall  faith  a 
credit. 

In  faith  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office  at  Monroe 
the  26th  day  of  April,  1864. 

CHARLES  DILERY, 
Seoeiver  and  Bx-officio  Notary  PiibUc 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  8.  Cammiseumerf  La. 
Shreveport,  June  4, 1864. 

State  of  Louisiana. 

Farieh  of  Ouachita. 

I  certify  that  the  signature  of  Jno.  Ludeling,  J.  L.  Byrne,  A.  Lazare,  and  of  Jol 
Porgand  affixed  to  the  annexed  receipts  are  genuine  and  entitled  to  full  faith  ai 
credit. 

In  faith  whereof  I  hereunto  sign  my  name  and  affix  my  seal  of  office  at  Moaroei 
this  26th  day  of  April,  1864. 

CHARLES  DELERY, 
Recorder  ex-offido  Notary  IHi^Itc 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  true  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
C.  8,  ComiRiMtoiier,  £4. 
Shreveport,  June  4, 1864. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Paritih  of  Ouachita. 

I,  John  A.  Buckner,  do  hereby  certify  that  on  the  9th  of  April,  1864,  when  the  flc 
of  gunboats  and  transports  of  the  United  States  navy  arrived  at  the  town  of  He 
roo;  La.,  Mr.  Leon  Queyrouze,  agent  for  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  Havi 


^ 
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Frsnoe,  had  not  xeturned  from  M^jor-General  Taylor's  headquarters,  where  he  had 
]^ne  to  procure  a  permit,  without  which  he  could  not  ship  with  security  983  bales  of 

cotton  deliTered  on  the day  of  March,  1864,  to  the  said  Leon  Queyrouse,  for  ac- 

oonntof 

Monroe,  La.,  April,  1864. 


Statx  or  Louisiana, 
Parish  of  OuaoMia. 

I  flertify  that  on  the  d6tfa  day  of  April,  1864, 1  asked  Major  J.  A.  Buckner  to  sign 
the  above  certifioate,  which  he  refused  to  do;  at  the  same  time  admitted  the  £a^ 
therein  contained  to  be  true,  and  refused  to  sign  on  account  of  fear  that  said  oertlfi- 
eatewoold  be  brought  ascTidence  hereafter  against  the  Confederate  States,  of  which 
he  wae  sn  officer.  * 

Monroe,  La.,  April,  1864. 

CHAS.  DELERT. 

Twelfth  Judicial  district  court.  State  of  Louisiana,  parish  of  Oauchita. 

Before  me,  R.  W.  Richardson,  judge  of  said  court,  pearsonally  appeared  Charles 
Delery,  who  deposes  upon  oath  that  the  facts  and  allegations  set  forth  in  l^e  above 
Mrtifioste  are  true. 

CHAS.  DELERT. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  38th  day  of  April,  1864. 

R.  W.  RICHARDSON, 

Judge  Twelfth,  1864. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original.  ShroTcport,  La. ,  June 
*j  1864. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 

C.  8.  CommieeUm, 

MOMTBRT,  Mbx.,  April  28,  1864. 

i  hereby  certify  that  on  the  3d  day  of  June,  1863,  L  as  chief  quartermaster  of  the 
Western  sub-district  of  Texas,  received,  received  from  L.  Queyrouze,  agent,  a  quantitjr 
of  amy  cloth  amouuting^  as  per  my  certified  account  in  his  possession,  to  $80,8iV8.4o. 
^6  conditions  upon  which  this  cloth  was  delivered  by  Mr.  Queyrouze  was  that  the 
payment  should  be  made  in  ninety  days  from  the  date  of  purchase  in  cotton  delivered 
at  Brownsville,  Tex.,  at  the  current  market  rates  at  that  time.  This  promise  to  de- 
liver the  cotton  at  that  time  was,  after  consultation  with  (General  H.  P.  Bee,  com- 
i&ADdin^  the  sub-district  of  Texas,  agreed  upon,  and  made  in  good  faith  upon  the  rep- 
'dotations  of  MnO^^S^iu^'i^  Hart,  quartermasterand  principal  purchasing  officer,  that 
^Boffioient  supply  of  cotton  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  Grovernment  would  be  at  Bro wns- 
^lle  before  the  debt  became  due.  I  failed  to  make  the  payment  on  account  of  Major 
Hut's  failure  to  comply,  that  officer  never  having  placed  in  my  hands  one  pound  of  cot- 
^nor  its  proceeds  (except  2,381  bales  delivered  [by]  Kneely,  Stillman  &,  King,  in  the 
interior  of  Texas),  for  tne  payment  of  debt,  or  the  procurement  of  supplies.  The 
^loth  was  much  needed,  of  superior  quality,  and  the  failure  has  been  detrimental  to 
^•Queyrouze.  I  further  certify  that  it  was  understood  the  price  of  the  cotton  should 
^determined  by  the  ruling  rates  at  Brownsville  on  the  3fl  of  September,  1863. 

CHABLES  RUSSELL, 
Major  and  QuarUrmaster,  C,  8,  Army. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original. 

JAS.  M.  DUNCAN, 
C.  8,  Commianionert  La, 
Shkiveport,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 

Shrbveport,  La.,  May  28,  1864. 

Col- W.  A.  Broad  WELL : 

^U :  Ae  the  attorney  of  L.  Queyrouze,  I  call  on  yon  for  a  draft  at  sixty  days^  sight 
for 2,694  francs,  drawn  by  Jules  Le  More  on  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  Havre,  France,  is 
Payment  of  export  duty  on  893  bales  of  cotton,  more  or  less,  which  cotton  was  seized 
^7  the  Federals  on  the  8th  of  April,  1864,  and  not  exported. 

J.  PINCKNEY  HARRIS, 
Attorn^  at  law. 

^  certify  that  the  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  the  original,  with  the  endorsement. 

JAS.  W.  DUNCAN, 
Q  C  8,  CommissioneTf  La, 

*««^viiPORT,  La.,  June  4, 1864. 

H.  Ex.  235 29 
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.  Conosr  Bukkau,  SHunnroKr,  Mmg3^. 

J.  PniCKirKT  Harbw, 

AtUme§far  L,  Q. : 

BespeetlnUir  returned  with  the  remaik  that  the  folds  relened  to  hmre  ben  di»- 
ponted  with  H.  L  6.  Bmttle,  to  the  credit  of  the  Confiederftte  Stotes  tnmmxts. 

I  see  so  propriety  in  retnminff  the  uMmey,  mod  do  not  raeogniae  the  eoneetoen  oj 
theprinciple  upon  which  it  is  demanded. 

Tne  export  privilege  acquired  br  ite  payment  became  .the  property  of  the  ownen 
&(  the  cotton.  If  these  gentlemen  hare  been  nnable  to  pieseiwe  their  xicht  aeqoired 
on  aeeonnt  of  interference  of  the  enemr,  it  is  a  eaaoalty  o^  not  their  miifortinie^  sot 
my  fiinlty  and  they  are  respectfally  replied  to  the  United  States  GoTetnment  for  say 
damage  they  may  hare  sustained. 

W.  A.  BROADWUiL. 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE    FROM    THE  WAR    DEPARTMENT,  FILID  OK 

BEHALF  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

FiUd  SepUmher  6, 1882.^  IT.  F.  P.,  Seeretmry. 


G.  A.  Le  More  dt  Co. 

V. 

The  UiriTED  States 


Jdl£S  Le  More 

V, 

The  United  States 


VSo.  211. 
VNo.  595. 


.TE8.      S 


A.  C.  Le  More 

V.  VNo.  598, 

The  United  States.    S  • 


Jules  Le  More         ) 

V.  SNo.  663. 

The  United  States.    ) 

WASHINGTON)  S^tember  6, 1882. 
Mr.  W.  F.  Peddrick,  Secrttar}/: 

Yon  are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying  documents  with  the  papers  and  prooft 
in  the  above-entitled  case. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Caun$el  o%  ike  part  of  ike  Unittd  StBin. 

Department  or  State, 
WoBkingUm,  Augntt  17,  18^2. 
WiixiAM  H.  Edwards,  Ettq., 

Assistant  Caunself  French  and  American  Claims  Cotnmisaion : 

Sir  :  I  incloseJierewith  a  eopy  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War  in  reply  to  th* 
inquiries  contained  in  your  communication  of  the  14th  of  July,  in  relation  to  ease* 
numbered  602,  595,  598,  663,  and  211. 
I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  seryant, 

ALVEY  A.  ADEE, 
Third  Assistant  Ssentsrjl' 
rinelosnre.l 

Navy  Department, 
Washington  City,  August  14, 1882> 
The  Hon.  Secretary  of  State  : 

Sir  :  I  haye  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  Jnl5 
17,  1882,  requesting,  for  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  certified  wpf^ 
of  all  papers  on  file  in  this  Department,  concerning  the  correspondence  between  Gcor 
eral  B.  F.  Butler  and  Hon.  Edwin  M.  Stanton,  late  Secretary  of  War,  in  relatioa  to 
the  firm  of  Ed.  Oautherin  &  Co.,  required  for  use  in  cases  numbered  602,  S96,  59B, 
963,  and  211. 
In  reply  I  inclose  herewith  the  copies  requested, 
very  respectfully, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

S^oretarg  of  War. 
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United  States  of  America. 

War  Department, 
WoBkingtOH  diy,  August  12,  1B62. 

>uTro»nt  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed 
!  trac  copies  of  papers  filed  in  this  Department.  ,  y    c  ^x,    xu 

Ji  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  too  9©fti  Pi  the  W^r. 
partment  to  be  affixed  on  the  day  and  year  first  above  written. 
SEAL.]  ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Headquarters  Department  op  the  Qulf, 

iVetr  Orleana^  November  13,  1862. 
D.  Edwin  M.  Stanton, 

Secretary  of  War  ; 

IB:  I  received  the  communication  of  the  War  Department  inclosing  a  copy  of  a 
er  from  the  State  Department,  directing  my  attention  to  the  statement  made  by 

Sanford,  or  minister  resident  at  Brussels,  a  copy  of  which  I  inclose  for  the  better 
lentanding  of  the  present  communication. 

n  obedience  to  its  directions,  I  immediately  set  about  making  inquiries  through  my 
ret  police,  and  finding  it  a  matter  of  very  grave  import  as  a&cting  the  relations  of 
French  consul  here,  I  undertook  a  personal  examination  of  the  subject ;  the  facts 
labstantiated  by  the  documentary  and  other  testimony  hereto  appended  are  snb- 
itially  these : 

be  firm  of  Ed.  Gautherin  and  Alfred,  and  Jules  Le  More,  doiug  business  in  New 
Bsns,  was  also  concerned  in  a  house  in  Havre,  G.  A.  Le  More  ol  Co.  ;  Jules  and 
"ed  Le  More,  the  partners  in  New  Orleans,  were  also  partners  in  that  house ;  Gauth- 
1  &  Co.,  were  at  first  emploved  m  buying  tobacco  for  the  French  Government ; 
rwards  they  were  concerned  in  shtppins  cotton  on  Joint  account ;  they  represent 
Dselves  to  be  agents  of  Baron  Selliere,  the  contractor  for  French  army  clotning. 
D  the  SS^th  of  July,  1861,  as  will  appear  by  a  copy  of  a  contract  with  the  Con&d- 
e  Government,  herewith  inclosed  and  marked  X,  the  original  of  which  is  in  my 
leesion,  Gautherin  &,  Co.  agreed  to  furnish*the  Confederates  with  a  large  amount 
loths  for  uniforms,  which  are  the  cloths  spoken  of  in  the  communication  of  Mr. 
dford. 

bout  the  1st  of  April,  of  this  year,  a  cargo  of  the  goods  were  shipped  to  Havana, 
from  thence  to  Matamoras,  under  charge  of  the  senior  partner  of  the  house,  Ed- 
d  Grautherin,  now  in  Europe ;  that  cloth  was  smuggled  across  to  Brownsville,  and 
▼ered  to  Capt.  Sharkey,  quartermaster,  and  the  agent  of  the  Confederate  Govem- 
it;  the  original  invoice  and  his  receipt  are  hereto  annexed,  marked  £  and  F. 
Btween  the  14th  of  April  and  the  24th  of  April,  the  day  the  fleet  passed  the  forts, 
J.  D.  B.  DeBow,  produce  loan  agent  of  the  Confederate  States,  made  application 
tie  Bank  of  New  Orleans  for  a  loan  of  $405,000,  in  coin,  without  interest,  as  will 
&ar  by  the  communication  hereto  annexed,  marked  C.  This  proposition  was  ac- 
id to  by  the  bank,  upon  a  pledgee  mfide  by  Payne,  Huntington  <&  Co.,  the  Junior 
iner  of  which  firm  was  the  premdent  of  the  bank,  of  cotton  to  be  lielivered  on  the 
itations  in  Louisiana  and  Mississippi ;  the  contract  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  D. 
his  transaction  was  not  entered  into  in  good  faith,  as  is  confessed  by  the  testi- 
ly of  the  acting  president,  Mr.  Davis,  taken  from  his  own  lips  in  short-hand,  a 
J  of  which  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  O.  But  the  transaction  was  a  contrivance 
rhich  the  specie  might  be  got  out  of  the  bank.  Specie  to  this  amount  was  placed 
he  hands  of  the  French  consul,  with  his  full  knowledge  of  the  intent  of  the  trans- 
on,  and  a  receipt  was  given  by  him  to  hold  it  in  trust  for  the  Bank  of  New  Or- 
is. At  the  same  time  a  pretended  sale  of  the  remainder  of  the  specie  in  bank, 
anting  to  $400,000,  for  sterling,  was  made  by  the  bank,  and  that  sum  was  also 
sed  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul.  These  two  sums,  amounting  to  |800,000, 
le  substantially  the  whole  specie  capital  of  the  bank.  This  is  shown  by  the  con- 
ion  of  the  only  director  of  the  bank  who  has  not  run  away  into  the  Confederacy, 
HorroU.  A  oopv  of  his  statement  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  R. 
atters  stood  in  this  condition  at  the  time  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was  taken  pos- 
lon  of  by  us.  Upon  my  assurance  to  the  banks  that  if  they  would  return  their 
ie  they  would  be  protected,  the  pretended  sale  for  sterling  exchange  was  rescinded, 
tiie  I^rench  consul  sent  back  the  money,  and  the  banx  receiv^  into  its  vaults 
,000. 

regard  to  the  $405,000,  the  French  consul,  Count  Mejan,  became  uneasy,  and 
ed  upon  the  bank  to  take  up  his  receipt  given  to  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  and 
I  a  new  receipt  running  directly  to  Gautherin  &,  Co. 

this  point  of  time  I  ordered  all  the  specie  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul  to 
)qiiesteied  and  held  until  affairs  could  be  investigated.    Revetd^  3o\ixi«^Tit^int&L- 
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miasioner  of  the  State  Department,  came  down  here,  and  without  inTesti^tion,  ind 
withoat  knowing  anything  of  the  transaetions,  and  without  even  inqniring  of  me 
about  them,  made  snch  repreeentationa  to  the  Department  of  State  that  I  waa  ordered 
to  releaae  the  French  oonaal  from  hia  promiae  not  to  deliver  np  any  apecie  held  in  hU 
handa  without  informing  me,  which  order  I  obeyed.  In  the  meantime  €Uatherin  & 
Co.  had  aucceeded  in  deliTering  their  gooda  to  the  Confederate  agenta,  and  caUed  open 
the  bank  to  get  their  money,  which  had  been  depoaited  in  the  handa  of  the  French 
copanl.  Thia  delivery  had  not  been  completed  at  Brownaville  until  the  22d  of  Jane, 
and  pome  time  in  the  last  of  July  the  bank,  through  ita  officera,  gave  up  ita  reoeipU, 
which  were  deatroyed,  and  took  a  receipt,  which  waa  dated  back  to  the  16th  of  April, 
directly  from  Oautherin  &  Co.,  ao  that  the  French  conaul'a  name  ahould  not  appear 
in  the  tranaaction.  Theae  facta  are  eatabliahed  by  the  teatimony  of  Mr.  Belly,  the 
caahier  of  the  bank,  which  la  written  out  and  aigned  and  awom  to  by  him,  a  copy  of 
which  ia  annexed,  marked  O.  P. 

The  money  waa  aent  on  board  the  Spaniah  man-of-war  Blaaoo  de  Garey,  which  left 
thia  port  September  laat,  and  has  now  returned,  and  haa  been  carried  to  Havana  and 
thence  ahipped  to  New  York.  All  thia  haa  been  done  with  the  knowledge  and  oon- 
aent  of  the  conaol  of  France. 

You  will  aee  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Sanford,  the  difficultv  which  the  Confederates  hid 
of  getting  more  gooda  on  account  of  the  non-payment  of  the  drat  bill.  Another  otr^ 
ia  now  in  Havana,  not  to  be  delivered,  of  oourae,  until  the  firat  ia  naid  for.  By  (hu 
wrongful,  illegal,  and  inimical  interference  of  the  French  conaul,  aided  by  the  Spanish 
ahip-of-war,  the  money  haa  gone  forward,  ao  that  the  holdera  of  the  gooda  will  be 
ready  to  ahip  the  remainder  ror  the  benefit  of  the  Confederate  army.  A  more  flagrant 
violation  of  international  law  and  national  courteay  on  the  part  of  a  oonaular  i^t 
cannot  be  imagined. 

Before  I  pn^eeded  upon  the  inveatigation.  not  knowing  the  extent  to  which  the 
French  conaul  waa  implicated,  I  called  upon  nim,  and  after  ahowinff  him  a  letter  re- 
ceived from  the  commanding-general  of  the  Army,  in  which  I  was  directed  to  colti- 
vate  the  moat  friendly  relatione  with  him,  I  read  him  the  letter  of  our  minister  at 
Bruaaela,  and  told  him  I  ahould  deaire  hia  friendly  aid  in  making  the  investigation, 
and  then  aaked  him  if  he  knew  anything  of  the  tranaactiona  apoken  of  in  Mr.  SMifbrd's 
letter,  or  if  any  money  had  ever  been  ^poaited  with  him  for  any  auch  purpoae.  He, 
in  the  moat  emphatic  manner,  aaanred  me  that  he  knew  nothing  of  any  auch  transso- 
tion.  He  only  knew  that  there  waa  a  French  hoiiae  of  the  name  of  Gaotherin  &  Co. 
in  New  Orleana,  and  that  no  money  had  ever  been  depoaitt- d  with  him  for  tkay  such 
purpoae.  I  then  informed  him  that  it  would  become  my  duty  to  arreat  and  question 
Alfred  and  Julea  Le  More,  the  reaident  partnera  of  the  French  house.  I  did  ao,  aod 
they  denied  all  such  tranaactiona  or  refuaed  to  answer,  leat  they  ahould  '^  criminate 
themaelvea.''  Bat  in  the  meantime  I  had  poaaeaaed  myaelf  of  their  booka  and  papery 
and  among  them  I  found  two  accounts,  tranalationa*  of  which  I  inclose,  mariced  ''  B 
A,''  which  show  the  whole  tranaaction,  and  which  alao  ahow  that  one  Koflaath,a 
clerk  of  the  French  conaul,  whoae  name  appeara  in  the  account,  received  $588.88  is  a 
fee  for  keeping  the  money  within  the  French  conanlate,  and  that  a  douoewr  waagiv^n 
to  Madame  Mejan  for -the  purpoae  of  "carrying  out  the  affair  well ;''  that  a  lawyer 
waa  paid  to  deal  with  the  consul  in  this  matter,  and  theae,  together  with  the  testi- 
mony of  the  president,  director,  and  caahier  of  the  bank,  puts  the  guilt  of  Count  Mejan 
beyond  question.  I  beg  leave  to  call  your  attention  to  una  extraordinary  account  of 
expenses. 

1  need  not  suggest  to  the  Department  that  it  ia  the  duty  of  the  Grovemmentat 
once  and  peremptorily  to  revoke  the  exequatur  of  Count  Mejan.  He  baa  connived  at 
the  delivery  of  army  clothing  to  the  Confederate  army  since  the  occupation  of  Nev 
Orleans  by  the  Federal  forces ;  he  has  taken  away  gold  from  the  bank — nearly  half  ft 
million  of  its  specie — to  aid  the  Confederates;  acts  which  could  not  have  been  done 
without  his  aid  and  that  of  the  Spanish  ship  of  war  Blasco  de  Garay. 

I  leave  the  conaul  to  the  Government  at  Washington.  I  will  take  care  soffidentiy 
to  puniah  the  other  alien  enemies  and  domestic  traitora  concerned  in  thia  boainetf 
whom  I  hitve  here. 

Upon  examination  of  the  parties,  I  found  that  a  box  containing  all  the  papers  re- 
lating to  the  transactions,  which  were  not  kept  with  the  commercial  papeia  of  thi 
house  of  Gautheriu  &  Co.,  was  usually  deposited  with  the  French  consul.  I  wrote 
to  him.  very  politely,  to  have  it  delivered  to  me  for  the  purposes  of  justice.  I  hate 
again  written  him,  more  peremptorily,  and  he  has  refused  to  do  ao,  atill  concealing 
the  proof  of  guilt.  If  proauced,  I  believe  it  will  show  him  to  be  one  of  the  five  par- 
ties concerned  in  this  illegal  traffic  mentioned  in  the  account  of  expenses.  Howeter 
that  may  be,  he  now  covers  the  criming,  as  he  l»tely  concealed  the  booty  which  hSf 
his  wife,  and  his  clerk  have  so  largely  shared. 

I  beg  leave  here  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Department  to  these  tranaactiona,  as 
ahowing  that  I  was  clearly  right  when  I  ordered  tne  apecie  depoeita  in  the  lumda  oC 
Count  Mejan  to  be  aequesteredl    His  flag  haa  been  made  the  cover  of  all  manner  of  ille- 
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kl  and  hostile  txanaactioDS  and  the  booty  arising  therefrom.  I  am  glad  that  mv  ao- 
»n  here  has  thus  been  vindicated  to  the  world,  and  that  the  Goverament  of  the 
nited  States  will  be  able  to  demand  of  the  French  Government  a  recall  of  its  treach- 
008  and  hostile  agent. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respeotfhlly,  your  obedient  servant, 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLER. 
Major^Gtneral  C<nnmanding, 

War  Department, 
Wa9UngUm  City,  D.  C,  Octoher  22,  1862. 

Gkneral  :  The  Secretary  of  War  directs  me  to  transmit  to  yon,  for  your  informa- 
30,  the  inclosed  copy  of  a  communication,  this  day  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
ate,  covering  a  copy  of  a  dispatch  of  the  SBth  ultimo  from  the  minister  resident  at 
ussels,  in  relation  to  contracts  entered  into  by  insurgent  agents  with  manufacturers 
Yerviers  for  supplies  of  military  cloths,  ana  suggesting  the  probability  that  the 
nds  to  meet  said  contracts  may  have  formed  a  part  of  the  money  sequestered  by  you. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  H.  WATSON, 
ABnatani  Secretary  of  War. 
Maj.  Gen.  B.  F.  Butler, 

Cammandingf  ^c,  New  Orleaney  La, 

No.  70. 

Brussels,  September  26,  IH62. 

8iE :  When  in  Verviers  a  few  days  since,  I  was  told  that  the  payments  for  the  rebel 
Dtracts  for  military  cloths,  of  which  I  wrote  you  fully  in  November  and  December 
It  (see  especially  confidential,  November  28,  1861),  and  amounting  [to]  1,750,000 
incs,  had  not  been  made,  and  that  the  three  months'  bills  given  for  the  same  had 
en  renewed  as  they  fell  due.  Assurance  had,  however,  now  been  given  that  the 
Doey  for  the  same  was  deposited  with  the  French  consul  at  New  Orleans,  and  would 
shortly  received. 

It  would  be  well,  I  think,  to  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  who  the  depositors  of 
e  money  sequestered  by  General  Butler  were,  and  for  whom  it  was  intended.  As  I 
Iriied  yon  at  the  time,  large  purchases  of  cloth,  blankets,  shoes,  and  arms,  &c.,  were 
ide  for  account  of  Ed.  Gautherin  &  Co.,  of  New  Orleans,  for  the  rebel  authorities, 
bose  agents  thev  appeared  to  be  through  their  correspondents,  G.  L.  Moore  &  Co., 
Havre,  the  real  purchaser  on  this  side  the  Atlantic  being  apparently  Baron  Silliere, 
e  noted  furnisher  of  military  cloths,  Ac.,  for  the  French  Government. 
If  any  of  these  names  appear  in  any  way  connected  with  these  deposits  at  the  French 
tnsnrs,  the  presumption  would  be  that  they  are  for  the  payments  by  the  rebel  author- 
ies  for  military  supplies. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

H.  S.  SANFORD. 
Hon.  William  H.  Seward, 

Secretary  of  State, 

X. 
IBOIKIA,  to  wit: 

I,  John  Letcher,  governor  of  the  State  aforesaid,  do  hereby  certify  and  make  knowit 
ito  all  whom  it  may  concern  that  James  B.  M.  Smith,  whose  name  is  subscribed  to 
le  document  annexed,  is,  and  was  at  the  time  of  subscribing  the  same,  m%)or  and 
■iitant  quartermaster  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America,  authorized  to  make  con- 
Bets  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  for  the  army  of  the  Coofederate  States:  that  his 
gnatnre  is  genuine;  and  that  to  his  official  acts  full  faith,  credit,  and  authority  are 
le  sad  ought  to  be  given. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  have  subscribed  my  name  and  caused  the  great  seal  of  the 
tftte  to  be  affixed  hereunto.  Done  at  the  city  of  Richmond,  the  30tn  day  of  July,  in 
leyear  of  our  Lord  1861,  and  of  the  Commonwealth  the  eighty-sixth. 

JOHN  LETCHER,     [l.8.] 
By  the  governor : 

GEORGE  W.  MUMFORD, 
Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 

[Indonement.] 

Vn  an  consnlat  de  France  pour  legalisation  de  la  signature,  apposes  an  bas  du  recto 
ksMent,  de  Mr.  John  Letcner,  gouvemenr  de  I'Etat  de  Yirginie. 
liehmond,  le  30  Juillet,  1861. 

Le  consul  de  France, 
L. 8.]  KL.¥^1L\^  ^ fcXSU. 
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No.  d'ordre,  260 ;  art.  58  da  tarif ;  solvit,  Id  f.  50.— R.  H.  E. 

CONFKDBBATE  STATES  OF  AMBRICA,  QUASTBRMASTEB'S  OfFICB, 

Bichmand,  Fa.,Julg  29, 1861. 
Ed.  Oauthbrin  &  Co. : 

Year  proposition  to  supply  oloth  for  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States  is  accepted 
The  qnaitermaster's  department  aerees  to  receive  and  pay  for  175,000  yards  of^sam 
pie  C,  150,000  yards  of  sample  D,  and  50,000  yards  of  sample  B. 
The  color  of  B  and  C  to  be  cadet's  gray,  and  the  texture  fully  to  equal  the  samples 
B  to  be  six-quarters  wide,  at  |2.55  a  yard. 
C  to  be  six-quarters  wide,  at  $1.97^  a  yard. 
D  to  be  three-quarters  wide,  at  18  cents  a  yard. 

The  understanding  between  yourselves  and  the  department  is  that  the  above  mnsi 
be  delivered  between  the  15th  of  November  next  ana  the  15th  of  January,  1862,soonej 
if  possible,  the  delivery  to  be  at  a  port  of  the  Confederacy  as  near  the  city  of  Rich 
mond  as  possible. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  B.  M.  SMITH, 

Major  and  A.  Q.  Jf. 
E. 

Nbw  Orlrans,  Ajpril  16,  1862. 

J.  B,  D,  DeBow,  tuperintendent  produce  loan  office^  C,  8,  of  J.,  to  Ed,  Gauikerin  ^  Co.,lM 

E.  0.  C.  \  162  bales  gray  cloth,  measuring  54,743^  yards,  at  |2.55 $139,596  *; 

B.  J 

E.  G.  C.  i  427  bales  gray  cloth,  measuring  134,626}  yards,  at  $1.97}.^ .    265,886     ; 

G.  { 


609  bales,  measuring  189,368{  yards 405,483  ( 

Received  from  the  Bank  of  New*  Orleans,  in  payment  of  the  above  invoice,  the  mnm 
of  $405,000,  leaving  unpaid  a  balance  of  $483.08. 

ED.  GAUTHERIN  &  GO. 
$405,000.— B.  F.  B. 

F. —Original. 

Received,  Brownsville,  June  22, 1862,  in  good  order  and  condition,  from  Cka.  Pri- 
alland,  and  for  account  of  Messrs.  Ed.  Gautnerin  &,  Co.,  of  New  Orleans— 
E.  G.  C.  182  bales  cloth,  measuring  54,743}  yards,  at  $2.55  a  yard. 

B. 
E.  G.  C.  427  bales  cloth,  measuring  134,626}  yards,  at  $1.97}  a  yard. 
C. 

W.  L.  SHARKET,  Jb.. 

Captain  and  A.Q.M. 

I  certify  the  above  signature. 

P.  N.  LUCKETT, 
Colonel  Commanding  Lower  Bio  Gronde. 
B.  F.  B. 

We  hereby  declare  that  the  signatures  above  given  are  genuine,  and  that  Mr.  1> 
W.  Sharkey,  jr.,  above  named  is  the  special  agent  delegated  to  receive  the  abov^ 
mentioned  goods  for  account  of  the  contracting  parties. 

We  furthermore  herebv  bind  and  obligate  ourselves  to  produce  within  reasonable 
time  a  duplicate  of  the  foregoing  receipt,  duly  authenticated  by  the  quartermastet'' 
department  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America. 

ED.  GAUTHERIN  A  CO. 

C. 

Nbw  Orlbans,  AprU  14, 1862. 

The  undersigned  having  been  requested  to  furnish  the  quartermaster  at  tins  po' 
with  the  means  of  settling  Ed.  Gautherin  &  Co.'s  bill  for  army  supplies,  amonntif 
to  $405,000,  desires  to  borrow  that  amount  from  the  Bank  of  Mew  Orleans,  in  oo^^ 
without  interest,  on  the  credit  of  the  Confederate  States,  and  makes  this  appUoatl^ 
ibr  the  same. 

J.  J>.  B.  DbBOW, 
Agent  Prodnee 
"B.  F.  B." 
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Bank  of  New  Orleaits,  April  14, 18G2. 
J.D.B.DxBow,  Esq., 

Agemt  Frodiuoe  Loan: 

Sis:  This  bank  has  received  yoar  applicatioD  for  a  loan  of  $405,000  in  coin  to  the 
Confederate  States  Government  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  bill  of  £.  Gaatherin  & 
Co.  for  army  clothing,  and  hereby  aooeoes  to  yonr  proposition. 
Respectfully  yours, 

M.  BELLY,  Ca$hwr. 
D. 

Mesars.  Payne,  Hnntingt<m  &  Co.,  holders  of  a  receipt  of  J.  D.  B.  DeBow,  superin- 
tending cotton  loan,  for  $405,000,  payable  in  coin,  agree  to  receive  from  J.  D.  B. 
D«Bow  a  sufficient  quantity  of  Orleans  middling  cotton,  on  the  basis  of  6  cents  per 
ponnd,  to  absorb  the  amount,  and  J.  D.  B.  DeBow,  on  the  part  of  the  Confederate 
States,  agrees  to  deliver  the  same  as  above  to  Messrs.  Payne,  Huntington  &,  Co.,  upon 
the  foUowing  conditions : 

Iflt  To  be  delivered  to  them  within  thirty  days,  free  of  all  charge,  on  plantation  in 
this  State  or  Mississippi.  The  planters  to  store  the  same  until  called  for,  and  then 
deliver  it  at  his  usual  shipping  period  in  good  order  and  free  of  charge. 

2d.  To  be  protected  and  guaranteed  by  the  Government  against  damage  and  de- 
strootion  by  Confederate  officers  or  citizens. 

3d.  The  usual  custom  to  be  followed  in  relation  to  sampling,  classing,  and  weigh- 
ing, but  if  Messrs.  Payne,  Huntington  ^  Co.  are  not  satisfied  with  the  same  they 
have  the  privilege  of  calling  in  their  broker,  and  if  the  two  do  not  agree  the  latter  to 
have  the  privilege  of  calling  in  a  third,  and  their  joint  decision  shall  be  final.  Entire 
good  crop  shall  be  received,  the  scale  of  prices  to  be  fixed  on  the  above  basis  of  6 
cents  for  Orleans  middling. 

It  is  understood  and  miMle  a  part  of  the  agreement  that  the  cotton,  which  will  be 
aooepted  to  fulfill  the  contract,  shall  be  sampled,  weighed,  and  classed  by  the  cotton 
broker  already  selected  by  the  parties  and  received  by  Mr.  DeBow  and  delivered  to 
Vems.  Payne,  Huntington  ^  Co.  upon  his  classification  according  to  the  scale  also 
agreed  upon  and  in  possession  of  the  contracting  parties. 

New  Orleans,  AprU  17,  1862. 

WM.  H.  DAMERON, 

Fre^t  pro  temp.  B'k  Hew  Orleane. 
PAYNE,  HUNTINGTON  &  CO. 
J.  D.  B.  DkBOW, 
Agent  Produce  Loan^  Confederate  Statee. 

R. 

Headquartbbs  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleane,  November  13,  lb6S.  , 

Hemorandum  of  the  statement  of  BenJ.  M.  Harroll  before  the  commanding  general 

this  day. 

I  Wis  a  director  in  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  in  April  last.  I  am  the  only  director 
now  here  that  was  present  when  the  loan  of  $400,000  was  made  to  the  Coniederate 
Oovemment.  I  do  not  know  where  the  money  was  deposited,  or  what  was  done 
with  it. 

Receipts  were  to  be  given  the  bank  when  certain  goods  being  landed  In  Matamoras. 
"Hke  matter  was  never  brought  up  in  our  board  a^r  you  came  here.  I  am  sure  of 
that  The  cash  capital  of  the  bank  was  sold  for  sterling.  There  was  between  $300,000 
^d  )400,000  whicn  was  put  under  the  protection  of  a  foreign  flag. 

1  never  inquired  or  asked  where  (he  ^00,000  went.  That  which  we  sold  for  sterling 
Was  under  the  control  of  the  French  consul;  that  came  back  when  your  order  was 
usned.  I  never  knew  that  the  $400,000  was  there.  That  matter  was  a  contract  com- 
pleted. The  receipts  were  given  when  the  goods  were  delivered.  That  was  since  you 
*^e  here,  I  have  no  doubt.  When  the  receipts  were  given  up  I  assented  to  the 
Bioney  being  paid,  of  course. 

A  eorreot  transcript  from  my  original  notes. 

WM.  L.  G.  GREEN, 
Lieutenant  Second  Louieiana  Volunteers,  A.  D,  C, 
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O. 

HEADQUABTERfi  DBPARTMEINT  OF  THX  GULV, 

^010  Orleans,  November  13, 1862. 

Memorandum  of  an  examination  of  Mr.  Belly,  caahier.  and  Mr.  Davia,  president  of  tbe 
Bank  of  New  Orleans,  before  the  commanding  general  this  day. 

Mortimer  Belly,  cashier,  says : 

I  was  cashier  ot  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans,  and  have  been  about  five  years.  Thii 
transaction  of  loaning  money  to  the  Confederate  GoTemment  was  about  the  l&th  of 
April.  The  first  I  knew  of  it  the  paper  marked  C  and  B.  F.  B.  came  to  the  bank  aboot 
April  16,  the  day  of  its  date,  and  to  that  I  wrote  an  answer,  which  is  in  the  miniitci 
of  the  bank,  by  order  of  the  board  of  directors.  Then  there  was  a  contrset  nude 
between  the  bank  and  J.  D.  B.  DeBow.  This  is  the  contract  marked  D  and  B.F.B. 
Next  I  was  instmcted  by  William  H.  Demeron,  then  president  of  the  bank,  of  the 
house  of  Paine,  Huntington  (Sl  Co.,  to  take  $405,000  to  tne  French  consulate,  and  took 
a  receipt  substantially  as  follows : 

"  Received  of  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  $405,000  in  gold^  to  be  delivered  to  £. 
Gautherin  &  Co.,  for  the  payment  of  an  invoice  of  cloths,  said  coin  to  be  delifered 
on  the  production  of  certain  receipts  by  a  special  agent,  sent  by  Mi^6r  WinnemoR^ 
assistant  ouartermaster.''    Signed  by  the  Count  Mejan. 

This  is  the  substance  of  it  as  near  as  I  can  remember.  The  receipt  was  signed  by 
the  French  consul.  I  can't  say  how  much  he  knew  about  the  transaction.  He  Bimt 
have  known  about  it  from  the  receipt.  Matters  went  on  for  two  months,  and  finilly 
the  French  consul  felt  uneasy  about  it,  and  was  anxious  to  get  the  gold  away,  and 
the  receipts  were  exchanged ;  the  one  above  for  a  new  one.  The  house  or  the  cooto) 
asked  for  the  exchange.  Mr.  Menard  had  charge  of  the  transaction.  This  receipt, 
marked  £  and  B.  F.  B.,  was  given  me  for  the  second  one  described  above.  ThAtis 
the  paper,  marked  F  and  B.  F.  B.,  which  was  received  in  July,  upon  the  final  settle- 
ment. No  entr\'  was  made  upon  the  books  upon  the  final  settlement,  when  thegdd 
left  the  Frencn  consul.  This  $405,000  was  borne  on  the  books  as  a  loan  to  the 
Confederate  Government,  and  so  apx>ears  now.  Mr.  Menard,  at  one  time  acting  pior 
ident  of  the  bank,  was  the  principal  man  in  this  business.  I  took  the  oath  of  alicfi- 
ance  September  20.  I  can't  say  why  I  think  it  was  in  July  that  the  money  was  pud 
over.  1  have  no  data  by  which  I  can  say  whether  it  was  more  or  less  than  uxty 
days  ago.  DeBow's  name  did  not  figure  at  all  in  the  receipte.  I  know  that  t]i» 
French  consul  wanted  to  get  the  gold  in  the  name  of  Frenchmen. 

M.  BELLY. 

New  Orleans,  La.,  November  14, 18^ 

Personally  appeared  the  above>named  Mortimer  Belly,  and  made  oath  that  th^ 
above  statement,  by  him  subscribed,  is  true. 

WM.  L.  G.  GREEK. 
Judge  Probate  Cwrt. 

Mr.  Davis,  president  of  the  bank,  said  he  saw  the  paper  £  and  F  in  July.  These 
papers  were  delivered  in  July,  when  the  transaction  was  completed.  I  did  not  know 
that  the  intervening  receipts  were  destroyed.  I  suppose  the  exchange  was  made  to 
alter  the  responsibiuty  of  the  deposits.  The  original  receipt  was  in  tne  name  of  the 
bank.  The  money  was  held  in  trust  for  the  bank.  The  money  was  transferred  to 
Gautherin  &.  Co. ;  that  is,  the  receipts  were  changed  to  their  name.  The  bank  had  * 
contract  to  loan  so  much  money  or  cotton  to  the  Confederate  Government. 

Q.  Why  was  it  deposited  in  the  name  of  the  bank  f — A.  The  idea  was  to  move  the 
coin.  Most  of  the  banks  here  sent  their  money  into  the  Confederate  States.  The 
idea  of  the  directors  was  to  move  the  coin  out  of  the  bank  and  put  it  where  thej 
thought  it  would  be  safe.  There  was  nearly  $^00,000  sent,  as  I  understand,  to  the 
French  consulate.  So  far  as  this  $405,000  was  concerned  I  could  not  control  it.  Mi- 
Gautherin  or  his  partners  came  several  times  about  it.  The  French  consul  held  the 
money  for  Gautherin  &  Co.,  when  certain  conditions  were  fulfilled. 

Q.  Did  the  consul  object  to  returning  the  money  f — ^A.  To  my  knowledge  I  ean't 
say  that  any  positive  demand  was  made  to  him ;  I  don't  know  that  heobjectM ;  never 
heard  it  said  that  he  did  in  our  bank. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  were  controlled — overruled — in  this  matter ;  now,  who  con- 
trolled youf — ^A.  The  directory.  My  own  sense  of  Justice  to  the  stockholders  was  to 
have  the  money  returned,  or  rather  to  never  let  it  go.    I  am  of  rather  a  yieldin^tem- 

Eer,  and  I  yielded  to  the  transaction  as  I  found  it.    Nobody  controlled  me  positivel|. 
Q  the  completion  of  the  transaction  I  was  there,  and  acted  with  the  rest;  I  was 
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forced  by  the  circamstiuicee  by  which  I  was  Barroonded.  The  other  $400,000  was  re- 
tamed,  and  $80,000  was  sold  to  relieve  the  necessities  of  the  baals ;  that  I  opposed ;  I 
don't  know  who  it  was  sold  to ;  it  was  sold  at  26  or  28  per  cent,  premium ;  onr  circn- 
lation  has  been  reduced  by  that  amount.  This  $405,000  transaction  was  closed  up  in 
July;  I  am  sure  it  was  in  Jnlv,  from  the  length  of  time  that  has  passed ;  Mr.  Menard 
wsB  one  of  the  directors,  and  ne  went  with  the  papers,  and  knowing  that  gentleman 
and  knowing  Mr.  Dn  Prasier ;  Menard  was  really  acting  president  of  the  bank  at  the 
time;  there  was  no  vote  of  the  directorsiof  the  bank  on  the  snbiect;  Mr.  Harroll,Mr. 
Menard,  and  Mr.  Moulton  were  present,  and  I  believe  no  other  director,  when  the 
transaction  was  completed. 
Troe  copy  from  my  orginal  notes. 

WILL»M  L.  G.  GREEN, 
ZAeuUnani  Second  Louisiana  VolunteerB,  A.D.C. 

P. 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  OrUanSj  November  14,  1862. 

Memorandum  of  a  statement  made  by  Mortimer  Belly,  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  New 
Orleans,  this  day,  before  M^or-General  Butler,  in  explanation  of  his  statement 
made  yesterday : 

The  first  receipt  was  in  substance  as  subscribed  by' me  yesterday ;  the  French  con- 
•nl  wishing  to  get  the  gold  into  the  name  of  a  French  citizen,  that  receipt  was  given 
up,  and  a  new  one  made  running  directly  to  Gantherin  &,  Co. 

At  the  time  the  bank  gave  up  its  claim  in  the  gold,  and  the  settlement  was  made, 
the  second  receipt  was  given  up,  and  a  new  receipt  upon  the  invoice  was  given,  dated 
iMck  to  April  16. 

At  the  same  time  the  original  invoice,  signed  by  Captain  Sharkey,  the  agent  of  the 
Confederate  States,  showing  the  delivery  of  the  goods  on  the  22d  of  June,  was  pro- 
daced,  and  a  copy  of  it  is  annexed  to  this  statement. 

M.  BELLY. 

New  Orleans,  November  14,  1862. 

Personally  appeared  the  above-named  Mortimer  Belly  and  made  oath  to  the  state- 
ment above  written. 

W.  L.  G.  GREEN, 
Judge  Provoai  Court. 
T.— Original. 

Reeeived,  Brownsville,  June  22,  1862,  in  good  order  and  coudition,  from  Charles 
PnaUand,  and  for  account  of  Messrs.  Ed.  Gautherin  dt  Co.,  of  New  Orleans: 
^<  0.  C.    182  bales  cloth,  measuring  bAyl^  yards,  at  $2.55  a  yard. 
B. 

£•  0.  C.    427  bales  cloth,  measuring  134,626{  yards,  at  $1.97^  a  yard. 

^-  F.  B.  A.  L.  SHARKEY,  Jr., 

Captain  and  AesUtant  Quartermaeter. 

I  certify  the  above  signature. 

P.  N.  LUCKETT, 
Colonel,  Commanding  Lower  JRio  Grande. 

Ji^e  hereby  declare  that  the  signatures  above  given  are  genuine,  and  that  Mr.  W.  L  • 
oharkey,  Jr.,  above  named,  is  the  special  agent  delegated  to  receive  the  above  men- 

vv^  goods  for  account  of  the  contracting  parties;  we  furthermore  hereby  bind  and 
^^^i^te  ourselves  to  produce  within  reasonable  time  a  duplicate  of  the  foregoing 
^ipt,  duly  authenticated  by  the  quartermaster's  department  of  the  Confederate 
^^wteeofAmeiioA. 

ED.  GAUTHERIN. 
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B.  —Translation. 

Awumnt  of  charges  and  expenaes  of  the  operaHon  in  cloth*  by  Ed.  Qofnthmm  4"  C».,  Km 

Orleant  iiU  August  31, 186^ 
1861. 
Jane  29.  By  payment  to  E.  Oautherin  and  Joles  Le  More,  to  go  to  Rich- 
mond   1481 

Jaly  20.  By  remittance  to  them  to  Riobmond 450 

Aag.  12.  By  remittance  to  French  oonsnl  at  Richmond — ^ioan 50 

By  expenses  of  E.  Gantherin  and  Jnles  Le  More  for  passage  from 

New  Orleans  to  New  York  and  Havre 700     ^W 

1662. 

Mar.    1.  By  voyage  of  Charles  Prailland  to  Richmond  and  back 543     OO 

May  27.  By  voyage  of  Montardier  to  Richmond,  five  weeks 475      -SO 

By  expenses  of  L.  Grotaers  in  Antwerp 9      ^ 

By  consul's  fees  and  certificates 96      ^ 

By  present  to  Mme.  Mejan  to  close  the  affair  well 153      €0 

A«g.  10.  By  Colonel  LeMot.  as  a  bribe  tor  the  affair  to  start 2,500      CO 

By  y.  Pretat,  for  tne  bill  of  Alexander,  according  to  agreement  of 

the  five  interested  parties 5,000     CO 

By  Kossuth,  8  per  cent,  of  $405, 000,  deposit  in  consulate 5S8     ^ 

By  payment  to  Fenille  for  getting  the  receipt 500      OO 

By  Robert,  lawyer,  for  proceedings  with  authorities  and  consul..  500     OO 

A«g.         By  Prailland,  expenses  to  Matamoras 3,790     <W 

By  Jules  Le  More,  expenses  from  January  1  to  September  1, 1862.  1,06[>     71 

By  payment  of  cabs  and  transport  of  nine  boxes  of  gold 60     00 

By  expenses  for  telegraph  and  postage 15(^     00 

By  fire  insurance  on  gold  in  consulate,  six  months,  \  per  cent,  on  * 

♦405,000 2,08^    00 

By  river  insurance  on  Blasco  de  Garry,  -i^  per  cent,  on  $250,000..  315^    50 

By  marine  insurance  from  here  to  New  York  on  specie 58^    *26 

By  £.  Gantherin,  exi>enses  paid  in  sum  |4|048.50,  by  Ferran  & 

Dupierres,  Havana,  as  a  memorandum 1, 846   75 

Nbw  Orleans,  August  31, 1862.  $19,939  40 

'*B.F.B." 

A. — ^Translation. 

Aeoount  of  charges  and  expenses  of  the  operation  in  cloths  hy  Ed,  Gauihorin  ^  Co.,  of  iVIftf 

Orleans,  till  August  31,  1862. 

June  29.  Paid  £.  Gautherin.and  Jules  Le  More  to  go  to  Richmond ^..  $481  00 

Jniy  20.  Sent  to  them  to  Richmond  this  day 450  00 

Aug.  12.  Sent  to  French  consul  at  Richmond,  amount  of  loan 5O00 

Amount  of  expenses  by  £.  Gantherin  and  Jul.  Le  More  for 

voyage  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York  and  Havre 700  00 

1862. 

Mar.   1.  Voyage  of  Ch.  Prialland  to  Richmond  and  back 543  00 

27.  Voyage  of  Montardier  to  Richmond  and  back,  5  weeks 475  50 

Expenses  of  L.  Grotaers,  Antwerp,  49.89  francs 996 

Consular  charges  for  deposits  and  certificates 36  20 

Present  to  Madam  Mejan  to  bring  the  affair  to  a  good  end 153  00 

Paid  Kossuth  ^  per  cent,  of  $405,000  deposit  charges 6S8  25 

Paid  to  Feuille  for  procuring  the  receipts 50000 

Aag.  31.  Paid  Robert,  lawyer,  fees  for  proceedings  near  the  authorities  and 

the  consul 500  00 

Paid  Chs.  Prialland  bill  of  expenses  to  Matamoras 3,79000 

Paid  Jules  Le  More  bill  of  expenses  from  Jan.  1  to  September  1, 

1862,  $1,589.71,  les  $500  for  Moralles 1,089  71 

Paid  Kd.  Gantherin  expenses  accounted  for  in  $4,058.50,  paid  him 

by  Ferran  Sl  Dupierris  in  Havana,  accounted  for  in  advances  ^ 

as  memorandum ^'^IS 

Paid  for  cabs  and  transport  of  9  boxes  gold ^  9Si 

Paid  tele^aphs  and  postages 150  O*' 

Paid  tire  insurance  on  gold  in  the  consulate  six  months,  one-hiJf  ^.^ 

^er  cent,  of  $405,000 2,096  O^ 

Paid  river  insurance  on  Blasco  de  Garay,  oue-eighth  per  cent,  of  ^^ 

$250,000 r..,..^. 312  ^ 

Paid  marine  insurance  ttom  here  to  New  York  on  gold,  accredited 

toaoconnt 586 

New  Orlbans,  ^iMraii  31 ,  18^.  12, 439 
B.  F.  B. 


J0O 
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HXADQUARTBRB  DSPARTBfKNT  OF  THE  OULF, 

New  Orlean$f  November  13, 1862. 

iKemonndam  of  the  statement  of  Etienne  Nicholas  Moutardier  before  Major-General 

Butler  this  day : 

lam  bookkeeper  in  the  hoase  of  Ed.  Oautherin  &.  Co.,  28  Canal  street,  and  have 
k»eeii  80  employed  over  four  years ;  the  parties  are  Edward  Gautherin,  Alfred  and 
J'nies  Le  More ;  Alfred  is  the  oldest  of  the  two ;  when  I  was  first  with  them  they  osed 
^  bay  tobacco  for  the  contractor  of  the  French  Government:  they  had  been  so  doing 
^0  years;  since  then  they  have  been  shipping  cotton  to  Enrope  for  joint  aocoont 
vrith  other  parties;  they  were  also  engaged  in  the  tobacco  business  at  the  same  time; 
fehey  had  no  other  regular  business ;  their  correspondents  at  Havre  were  G.  A.  Le  More 
A  Co. — Le  More  Brothers ;  but  I  believe  G.  A.  he  More  is  alone  in  that  firm ;  I  know 
Bomething  of  the  house  being  engaged  in  trade  in  military  clothing ;  it  was  an  outside 
tnosaction,  in  which  the  three  partners  and  two  other  persons  were  engaged ;  no 
entr^  was  entered  in  the  books  as  the  business  was  going,  except  after  the  money  was 
received ;  Colonel  Lemot  I  have  not  seen  for  some  time,  and  don't  know  whether  he 
is  here  or  in  Europe  ;*  the  other  man  concerned  is  Jules  de  St.  Martin ;  I  don't  believe 
'Mi.  Pretal  had  any  contract  with  the  Confederate  Gk>vemment ;  he  was  in  Richmond, 
tad  acted  as  the  mend  of  Gautherin  and  the  partners ;  I  was  sent  to  Richmond  about 
four  or  five  days  before  the  Federals  came  to  New  Orleans ;  I  stayed  there  about  ten 
or  twelve  days ;  I  got  back  here  May  27. 

Gautherin  d&  Co.  and  the  partners  undertook  to  sell  cloth  to  the  Confederate  Gov- 
ernment for  a  certain  price ;  there  was  something  like  500  or  600  bales ;  there  were 
two  lots— one  amounted  to  $40.5,000 ;  the  other  lot  has  never  been  delivered ;  it  is  or 
WM  in  Havana. 

It  was  consigned  to  Ferrand  Y.  Dupierois,  I  believe;  the  first  lot  was  delivered  a 
little  before  I  started  for  Richmond;  Mr.  Gautherin  was  at  Matamoras  with  the 
▼ettel  about  two  or  three  weeks  before  April  23,  and  then  went  back  to  Havana 
with  the  cloth :  afterwards  he  went  to  Matamoras  again,  and  the  cloth  was  shipped 
in  several  small  vessels;  I  know  the  cloth  was  shipped,  because  E(V.  Gautherin 
k  Co.  got  a  receipt  from  some  Confederate  officer  for  it ;  I  don't  know  where  the 
nceipt  is;  Mr.  Le  More  used  to  keep  all  those  things  to  himself;  sometimes  in 
ft  private  safe,  sometimes  in  a  boxj  the  box  was  kept  at  the  French  consulate; 
he  used  to  send  for  that  four  or  five  times  a  weel| ;  they  got  the  money  two  months 
or  six  weeks  ago  by  some  agreement  with  one  of  the  oanks  of  New  Orleans ;  it 
^aa  in  gold ;  tne  money  was  loaned  by  the  Bank  of  New  Orleans  to  the  commis- 
sioner, and  was  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  French  consul  about  fifteen  days  be- 
fore the  Federal  fleet  arrived  here;  I  did  not  meet  Count  Mejan  in  Richmond;  I  do 
not  know  of  any  money  beiu)?  paid  thecoant — none  for  himself;  there  was  some  $400  or 
ISOO  paid  for  keeping  the  cold ;  I  know  that  there  was  money  paid  to  Kossuth,  the  clerk 
of  the  French  consul,  for  Keeping  this  money;  there  is  in  the  account,  you  see,  some- 
thing charged  for  a  present  for  Madame  MeJan ;  it  was  really  only  thirteen  dollars ; 
thftt  charge  of  one  hundred  and  fifty-three  doUare  charged  for  it  is  a  forced  account 
to  ahow  somebody ;  there  was  no  intention  to  bribe  the  consul ;  Alfred  Le  More  said 
he  didn't  know  why  he  should,  not  charge  it  to  the  firm  instead  of  paying  it  himself; 
1  Mw  the  Count  MeJan  since  12  o'clock  yesterday ;  I  had  no  conversation  with  him 
on  this  subject;  it  is  charged  |153;  there  is  a  book  where  the  real  account  is  entered; 
1  made  these  accounts,  two  accounts  (marked  '^A"  and  ''B.  F.  B.,"  and  *'B"  and 
"B.F.B.") 

,  This  false  entry  was  made  to  show  Baron  Seliere,  whose  agents  they  were ;  the  last 
time  we  settled  the  whole  affair  we  made  an  entry  on  the  books;  we  make  only  a 
^hole  entry  at  last ;  not  as  the  affair  goes  on ;  Robert,  the  lawyer,  has  an  office  in 
Commercial  Place ;  these  two  accounts,  marked  **A"  and  **  B,"  were  made  out  by  A\- 
f'ed  Le  More,  and  copied  by  the  young  man  under  the  direction  of  A.  Le  More  and 
^yeelf,  and  copies  were  ^ven  to  the  other  partners  of  the  firm  ;  Robert,  the  lawyer, 
^^  an  office  in  Commercial  Place ;  he  is  now  in  Havana;  the  Count  MeJan  must  have 
j^own  about  the  transaction ;  I  have  never  heard  him  talk  about  it,  but  he  must 
have  known  something  about  it ;  he  must  have  known  from  where  he  received  the 
iDoney ;  I  think  it  was  aeposited  in  the  name  of  De  Bow ;  at  any  rate  it  was  Mr.  De  Bow 
that  paid  for  this,  but  I  didn't  know  much  about  this  business ;  they  kept  it  to  tHem- 
'^^ves,  and  I  only  know  what  they  couldn't  help  to  let  me  know. 

Q.  What  did  you  say  to  the  French  consul  yesterday  f — A.  I  had  something  to  do 
^^nt  my  papers — ^my  certificate ;  as  I  knew  Mr.  Le  More  had  been  taken  away  I 
^ked  him  if  I  would  be  well  protected  by  my  papers ;  he  told  me  I  was  all  right ; 
^^t  I  was  a  French  subject. 

.  ^  Was  not  something  said  about  this  transaction  between  you  and  somebody  in 
P^  consulate  yesterday  T — ^A.  No,  sir ;  yesterday  I  mw  Ifo.  Kossuth ;  he  told  me  about 
^^  affiur;  that  Mr.  Lb  More  had  been  taken  up. 
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Q.  Wae  Dot  something  said  about  Mrs.  Mejan  and  the  present  T — ^A.  No,  sir :  I  said 
to  Kossuth — it  is  put  down  in  the  account  that  you  have  received  $400  or  fSOO ;  that 
was  all  that  was  said. 

Did  you  say  anything  to  Mejan  about  it  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  meet  Kossuth  T — A.  In  the  evening  at  his  house  ;  I  said  to  him : 
"Mr.  Kossuthy  you  must  remember  that  the  account  has  been  made,  and  that  you  are 
put  down  for  $500  and  some  dollars  ;"  he  said  it  was  all  right ;  $405,000  was  paid  into 
the  French  consulate  for  the  firnt  lot;  nothing  was  paid-in  for  the  second  lot,  as  it 
never  was  delivered  ;  Ih:ivi«  \  van  in  this  country  since  March,  1849;  I  came  to  New 
Orleans  in  March,  1851  ;  \\  e  borrowed  some  money — $50— of  the  French  consul  in 
Richmond. 

£.  N.  MONTARDIER. 

New  Orleans,  La.,  Ifovemb&r  13, 1862. 

Personally  appeared  E.  N.  Montardier,  and  made  oath  that  this  statement  by  himL 
subscribed  is  true. 

WILL'M  L.  G.  GREEN,  Ju.  Pro.  Ct. 

Headquarters  Departbocnt  of  the  Gulp, 

New  Orleaiu,  November  12,  1862 

Memorandum  of  a  conversation  this  dav  between  the  commanding  ffeneral  and 
Le  More  and  Jules  Le  More  of  the  firm  of  Edward  Gautherin  £  Co.,  of  New 
leans. 

Alfred  Le  More,  being  examined  apart,  the  following  conversation  took  place : 

By  General  Butler. 

Q.  You  are  of  the  firm  of  Gautherin  Sc  Co.  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  G.  L.  Moore  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  are  your  correspondents f — A.  And  brothers; 

Q.  At  some  time  were  you  in  treaty  purchasing  a  large  quantity  of  goods  at  F« 
riere  f — A.  I  wish  to  ask  one  question :  Do  we  appear  here  as  accused  T 

Q.  You  are,  through  the  Secretary  of  State  of  tne  United  States,  of- having  been 
gatfed  in  this  traffic  with  the  Confederates. — M  Then  I  have  nothing  to  answer. 

Q.  You  may  answer  or  go  to  prison. 

Afterwards  the  following  questiou  was  put : 

Q.  The  question  I  put  to  you  is  this :  Have  you  been  engased  in  purchasing  clot 
or  clothing  at  Feniere,  through  your  agents,  for  the  supply  of  the  rebel  army  1  N 
you  may  answer  that  or  not,  just  air  yon  please. — A.  I  have  not  myself. 

Q.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  any  way,  directly,  in  any  form,  in  buying  any  cl«>tlt. 
ing  in  Ferriere,  for  which  drafts  are  now  due  and  out? — A.  I  don't  want  to  ans^^rer 
that  question. 

The  party  pretended  that  he  did  not  hold  himself  bound  to  answer  to  the  exten  t  of 
criminating  nimself. 

Sent  to  Fort  Pickens  until  further  orders. 

Jules  Le  More  called: 

Q.  You  are  of  the  firm  of  Edw.  Gautherin  &  Co.,  doing  business  in  New  Orleans f — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  G.  L.  Moore  &  Co.  are  your  correspondents  at  Havre  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Has  your  house  been  directly  or  indirectly  engaged  in  buying  goods  at  Ferriere  v 
in  Belgium;  have  yon  been  concerned,  or  your  house,  in  buying  goods  there f—A-- 
No,  sir. 

Q.  Has  your  house  been  so  engaged  T— A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it,  as  I  havf^ 
not  been  here  for  fifteen  months;  I  came  here  in  the  Cardenas  two  months  since;  ^ 
had  been  in  Havana  twelve  months. 

Q.  Has  any  clothing  been  shipped  to  you  from  Europe  f — ^A.  I  don't  know  anythii»^ 

about  it.  _,.-a^ 

Q.  Have  any  goods  been  shipped  by  yon  from  New  York  to  Havana  T— A.  I  cann^^ 
answer  that  question. 
Ordered  to  t>e  confined  in  Fort  Jackson. 
A  correct  transcript  from  my  original  notes. 

WILL'M  L.  G.  GREEN, 
lAe^tenani  Second  Louieiana  Voluntetre,  A,  D,  ('. 

Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleatu,  Noffemher  13, 1862. 

Major-General  Butler's  compliments  to  Count  Mejan,  and  he  is  informed  by  a  wir  ^ 
ne«  under  exauHination  tfant  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More's  box  of  papers,  which  implicat 
him  in  fraud  upon  the  Government,  is  in  your  possession.    You  will  be  kind  eoou 
to  forward  it  by  the  bearer.  Major  Clemenoe. 

Respectfully,  BENJ.  F.  BUTLER, 

M«^«r-Qt«MTa\^  C<Ma«uNMKiip 
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[TnndAtioii.] 

Nbw  Orlbans,  If^ovemher  13, 1862. 

Count  Mejan,  consul  of  France,  presents  his  compliments  to  Oeneral  Butler,  and 
innst  declare  to  him  that  he  has  no  box  with  papers  belonging  to  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More 
in  his  poBBCssion. 

The  consul  of  France,  in  the  same  time,  takes  the  liberty  to  observe  to  General 
Butler  that,  in  the  case  ne  should  have  such  papers  in  his  possession,  it  would  be  im- 
ponible  for  him  to  give  them  up  without  the  formal  consent  and  the  presence  of  the 
Jttrties  interested. 

With  respect,  the  consul  of  France, 

Count  MEJAN. 

ihEADQUARTBRS  DEPARTMXirr  OF  THS  GULF, 

New  Orleam,  November  13,  1862. 
Count  Mbjan  : 

Sib  :  Alfred  Le  More  states  that  his  box  is  in  your  possesion.    Will  you  or  will  ^ou 
not  give  it  upf    Will  you  state  to  me  that  it  has  not  been  in  your  possession  since 
yesterday  morning  t 
By  command  of  Major-General  Butler. 

H.  C.  CLARKE, 
lAeutenani  and  Aide^de-^iamf, 

rXraiislAtion.] 

CONSULATB  OF  FRANCE, 

New  Orleane,  November  13, 1862. 
M^or-General  Butlbb, 

CommtauUng  Army  of  ihe  Gu^f: 

8ib:  I  received  this  evening  your  letter  through  which  your  aide-de-camp,  Lieut. 
H.  C.Clarke,  demands,  by  vour  order,  if  I  will,  "' ves  or  no,"  give  up  a  certain  box 
belonging  to  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More.    I  had  already  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the 
«aid  box  was  not  in  my  possession,  and  I  have  nothing  to  add  to  this  declaration. 
With  respect, 

Count  MEJAN. 

Hbadquabtebs  Dbparthbnt  of  thb  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  November  14,  1662.' 

Sir:  Migor-General  Butler  desires  to  know  if  jron  will  return  a  direct  answer  to  this 
question :  *'  Whether  the  box  of  papers  belonging  to  the  criminal  Le  More  has  been 
in  your  possession  since  the  arrest  of  the  criminal  or  not  f  " 
Respectfully, 

benj.  f.  butler. 

Major- General,  Commanding, 
Connt  Mejan, 

Coneul  of  France. 

[TnosUtion.] 

Consulate  of  France, 
New  Orleane,  November  14,  1862. 
^mor-Qeneral  Sutler, 

Commanding  Armg  of  the  Gulf: 

8iK:  The  box  which  you  demand  as  belonging  to  Mr.  Alfred  Le  More  is  no  more  in 
^7  possession,  as  I  had  the  the  honor  to  inform  you.  It  has  been  withdrawn  from 
^he  consulate  on  the  morning  of  the  12th.  I  have  not  been  Informed  of  the  hoar  in 
^Mch  Uiese  gentlemen  have  been  arrested.  I  cannot  know,  therefore,  if  it  had  been 
^thdrawn  l^fore  or  after  the  arrest. 
With  respect. 

Count  MEJAN. 


DEPOSITION  OF  JULES  LE  MORE,  WITNESS  FOR  CLAIMANT. 

Filed  June  I,  1883. 

,^  ..  V  No.  211. 

^*^i  Unitbd  States.    ) 

^<>  ike  Agent  and  Counsel  of  the  United  States :  ^,^ 

BiR:  Please  take  notice  that  on  Saturday,  the  26th  instant,  Jules  Le  More,  the  agent 
^^  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &>  Co.,  wil|  be  exam iftedv before  W.  F.  Peddriok,  esq., 


^-   A  Lb  Morb  6l  Co. 

V. 
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commiflaioner,  at  his  offloe,  at  each  time  as  will  sait  yoar  oonvenienoe,  relatiTe  to  bis 
pnrohaae  for  said  firm  of  the  cotton  involTed  Iq  said  claim. 
Very  respoctfolly,  youn, 

ALBERT  C.  JANIN, 
SpeeuU  CoummAfwr  ClaimmU. 


G.  A.  Lb  Mors  &  Co. 

V, 

Turn  United  States 


V  No.  211. 


GRIMAUD  DE  CAUX. 
Agent  for  ike  Freuek  R^fmkhc 


In  pnrsnance  of  the  notice  hereto  annexed  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  Mr. 
George  8.  Boutwell,  and  the  coonsel  for  the  claimant,  Mr.  Albert  Janin,  met  at  the^ 
office  of  tlie  commissioner,  W.  F.  Peddrick,  esq..  No.  1518  H  street,  Washington,  D« 
C,  the .  commissioner  being  present,  Satarday,  May  26,  1883,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m.,  an4 
proceeded  with  the  examination. 

Mr.  Jules  Le  More,  a  witness  called  on  behalf  of  the  claimant,  after  being  dnl^ 
sworn,  testified  as  follows :  *" 

Examined  by  Mr.  Albert  Janin  : 

(Mr.  Janiu,  coansel  for  claimant,  annoances  his  intention  to  make  a  prelimim 
statement.) 

(Mr.  Bontwell,  the  counsel  of  the  United  States,  objects  to  any  statement  beii 
made,  on  the  ground  that  the  counsel  has  no  right  to  make  statements.    He  is 
under  oath.) 

Mr.  Janin.  About  one  year  after  I  had  given  notice  of  the  closing  of  the 
mony-in-chief  in  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  the  counsel  of  the  United  States  filed  in 
claim  document  No.  11,  consisting  of  papers  purporting  to  be  photographic  and 
nsoript  copies  of  documents  said  to  have  been  found  among  the  so-called  Confedecr^i 
archives,  and  relating  to  a  transaction  between  Leon  Queyronse  and  the  Confedecr;^/ 
authorities.    In  the  transaction  the  said  Queyronse  is  made  to  appear  as  acting  ia  t/ii 
capacity  of  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  dt  Co.    I  forwarded  a  printed  copy  of  that  do^g. 
meut  t-o  Julcfs  Le  More,  at  New  Orleans,  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  in  this  cona-tr?. 
Owing  to  the  placing  of  this  claim  among  the  so-called  suspended  cases  it  waa   i^.' 
possible  for  me  to  take  Mr.  Le  More's  testimony  until  the  recent  order  of  the  Conitiij». 
sion  allowing  us  to  present  testimony  and  evidence  on  or  before  the  3l8t  of  May,  I,  «g 
counsel  for  G.  A.  Le  More  db  Co.,. had  advised  Mr.  Le  More  that  it  was  immateru] 
whether,  in  the  transaction  referred  to,  Leon  Qneyrouse  acted  as  the  agent  of  G.  A 
Le  More  &  Co.,  or  of  other  parties ;  I  mean  immaterial  as  a  question  of  law ;  bat  iie 
insisted  upon  being  called  as  a  witness,  in  order  to  explain  the  apparent  conflict  be- 
tween the  testimony  in  the  old  records  and  the  matters  set  forth  in  the  said  docnment 
No.  11  relative  to  the  connection  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &>  Co.,  with  any  dealings  or  tno«- 
aotiuus  with  the  Confederate  authorities.    When  the  said  order  of  the  ComiDinio& 
was  recently  issued  I  notified  Mr.  Le  More,  and  he  has  come  on  from  New  Orlesnsto 
be  examined. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  document  No.  11,  the  printed  copy  of  which  I  preflentto 
youf — A.  I  received  a  printed  copy  from  you,  and  since  my  arrival  here  from  New 
Orleans  I  looked  carefully  at  the  document  said  to  be  a  photographic  copy  of  a  reoeipt 
of  Leon  Qneyrouse,  datetl  March  22,  1864. 

Q.  Do  you  refer  to  the  document  beginning  at  bottom  of  page  313  of  the  prioted 
record T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  the  papers  embraced  in  document  No.  11,  so  far  as  you  know,  true  and  g^ 
nine  copies  of^the  originals  f — A.  1  cannot  say ;  I  have  seen  some  signed  by  me  whicb 
seem  to  be  genuine ;  and  some  others  also. 

Q.  Is  that  document,  purporting  to  be  a  receipt  of  Leon  Queyronse  of  March  % 
1864,  in  the  handwriting  of  Leon  Queyronse  T — ^A.  I  do  not  think  so ;  I  think  it  is  not; 
I  am  sure  it  is  not,  now  that  I  see  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  know  of  any  firm  in  Europe  or  in  the  United  States  entitled  J.  ^ 
Le  More  &  Co.,  as  written  in  that  document  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Qneyrouse  familiar  with  the  title  of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.f 
in  HaTieT — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  prepare,  at  my  suggestion,  a  statement  in  French  of  the  matters  tb** 
you  wish  to  testify  tot — A.  I  have  prepared  a  statement  in  French  that  I  sent  to  the 
attorney  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  to  put  into  good  English,  because  I  was  not  abk  ^ 
write  it  in  English,  but  I  am  able  to  read  it,  and  I  have  it  here. 

Q.  Who  had  it  put  into  English  for  you  f— A.  You  did,  and  I  am  readv  to  rsadif 

This  witness  was  arrested  and  imprisoned  by  General  Butler  and  not  released  «a^ 
the  latter  part  of  December,  1868.    In  the  month  of  April  7,  1863,  by  i«awm  of  ^ 
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dinolution  of  my  commercial  firm  at  New  Orleans  on  December  31, 1862,  and  my  ina- 
bility on  that  account,  and  because  of  my  recent  difficulty  with  the  Federal  authority 
to  transact  business  there  conveniently,  I  left  that  city  with  the  permission  of  the 
Federal  authorities,  and  proceeded  to  Matamoros,  Mexico,  in  search  of  profitable 
employment. 

After  havinff  studied  the  commercial  situation  of  that  region  I  wrote,  on  May  20, 
1863,  to  G.  A.  Le  More  and  Co.  the  letter  which  is  printed  on  pages  196  and  197  of  the 
record  of  this  claim,  and  in  which  1  propose  to  buy  cotton  for  them.  :i    ^c  "-**•* 

DoriDg  the  summer  of  that  year  I  learned  that  Leon  Quey rouse,  a  citizen  of  France, 
fomierly  resident  in  New  Orleans^  but  then  established  in  business  at  Matamoros  as  a 
commission  merchant,  held  a  claim  against  the  Confederate  Government  payable  in 
cotton  at  Brownsville,  on  the  Rio  Grande,  opposite  Matamoros.    It  occurred  to  me 
that  here  was  an  excellent  opportunity  for  a  profitable  investment  in  cotton  for  G.  A. 
I^  More  &,  Co.    I  therefore  bargained  with  tne  said  Quey  rouse  for  the  purchase  from 
him  for  that  firm  of  his  claim  to  the  cotton  which  he  was  to  receive  from  M%)or  Rus- 
sell, the  consummation  of  the  bargain  being  contingeut,  however,  upon  the  receipt 
by  me  of  authority  from  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  to  purchase  cotton  for  them  as  I  had 
<os£ested. 

Ibad  no  acquaintance  and  never  had  any  communication  whatsoever  with  Migor 
Bassell,  and  knew  nothing  of  the  circumstances  of  the  transaction  between  him  and 
Leon  Qneyrouse.  I  understand,  however,  that  in  that  transaction  the  latter  acted  as 
fui  a^ent,  whose  principals  being  Itarria,  in  Mexico,  not  Garcia,  as  the  record  is  printed 
in  this  claim,  and  the  firm  of  Darrety,  Passin  &  Co.,  at  Havana. 

Late  in  September  I  received  from  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co«  the  letter  of  July  24,  1863, 
^hich  is  printed  on  page  199  of  the  record  of  this  claim,  authorizing  me  to  purchase 
<^tton  for  ^em,  and  soon  thereafter  I  began  making  pecuniary  advances  to  Quey- 
ronse  on  the  cotton,  which  he  was  momentarily  exjiectiiig  to  receive  from  Major  Rus- 
sell. I  frequently  and  constantly  urged  Qneyrouse  to  insist  upon  the  prompt  fulfiU- 
inent  by  M^or  Russell  of  his  promise  to  deliver  the  cotton  to  him,  and  protested  against 
his  permitting  cotton  to  be  delivered  in  satisfaction  of  other  claims  over  which  his 
waa  entitled  to  priority,  one  of  which  I  particularly  remember,  that  of  one  Boubry . 

In  the  month  of  December,  1863,  feeling  that  I  had  imperiled  the  interests  of  G. 
A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  by  making  pecuniary  advances  to  Qneyrouse  before  the  delivery 
of  cotton,  and  impatient  at  Queyronse's  lack  of  firmness,  I  went  with  him  to  Monte- 
rey, Mexico,  where  I  bought  a  wagon  and  four  mules,  and  traveled  several  hundred 
Qules  by  land  to  Shreveport,  in  North  Louisiana.    Having  detefmined  to  take  the 
matter  of  the  settlement  of  Quey  rouse's  claim  into  my  own  hands,  I  concluded  upon 
reflection  that  the  Confederate  authorities  would  be  much  more  ready  and  willing  to 
settle  the  claim  if  it  was  reported  to  them  that  it  was  that  of  a  French  commercial 
lionse  than  if  it  was  known  and  regarded  as  the  claim  of  a  simple  individual,  Quey- 
rouse,  who  allowed  himself  to  be  trifled  with  so  many  mouths.     I  therefore  author- 
ized the  said  Queyronse  to  hold  himself  out  as  the  a^ent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.    This 
IB  the  sole  reason  why,  in  the  papers  contained  m  the  aforesaid  document  No.  11, 
tliat  firm  appears  as  the  original  owner  of  Queyrouse's  claim  for  cotton  against  the 
Confederate  Government.    None  of  us  ever  imagined  that  the  matter  would  become 
tbe  subject  of  a  Judicial  investigation,  or  that  it  made  any  practical  difiierence  who 
the  principals  of  Louis  Qneyrouse  were. 

I  most  solemnly  swear  tnat  to  my  knowledge  G.  A«Le  More  &  Co.  never  had  any 
transaction  of  whatsoever  nature  or  kind  with  tbe  Confederate  authorities  or  any  of 
their  agents  or  any  persons  connected  with  them,  and  that  they  did  not  even  know 
that  they  had  ever  been  accused  or  suspected  of  having  had  or  of  being  concerned  in 
^y  such  transaction  until  long  since  the  tiling  of  this  claim,  when  I  wrote  to  them 
that  some  documents  had  been  presented  which  reported  them  an  having  had  some 
dealings  with  the  Confederate  authorities,  telling  them,  however,  at  the  same  time, 
^W  it  was  a  matter  of  no  importance. 

Daring  my  sojourn  in  North  Louisiana  I  made  several  purchases  of  cotton  for  G. 

A  Le  More  &  Co.,  some  of  which  was  burned.    Among  other  lots  I  bought  of  John 

l^rgond  164  bales,  and  of  A.  Lazarre  59  bales.    I  caused  the  164  bales  to  be  hauled 

^m  Pargond's  plantation  to  Lazarre's  place,  and  paid  for  the  hauling  myself.    I  also 

poDght  of  Leon  Qneyrouse  H30  bales  on  the  Simmons  plantation,  which  are  the  snb- 

j^t  of  this  claim.    All  of  these  purchases  were  made  at  the  rate  of  |160  in  green- 

|^^l[H,  and  paid  for  partly  in  gold,  partly  in  greenbacks,  and  partly  in  drafts  on 

I^OQterdier  at  New  Orleans,  on  Prietat  at  Matamoros,  and  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  at 

^^vre.    At  that  time  the  Confederate  currency  was  very  much  depreciated  iu  that 

^^H  of  Louisiana.    The  o<'/Cupation  of  that  region  by  the  Federal  forces  was  moment- 

^ly  expected.    In  the  expectation  of  such  occupation,  and  of  the  possibility  of  ship- 

^?^g  to  New  Orleans  the  cotton  which  I  had  bought,  I  dispatched  an  agent  to  that 

®^^y  to  procure  for  me  a  permit  from  the  Federal  authorities  for  the  shipment  of  the 

®^tton. 

Among  the  papers  contained  in  said  dolDument  No.  11 1  have  examined,  since  my 
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arrival  at  Washington,  in  this  office,  a  paper  purporting  to  be  a  receipt  given  by  Leoi 
Qneyroase  for  983  bales  of  cotton  in  settlement  of  his  claim,  but  I  declared  that  '. 
never  saw  said  receipt  before,  or  knew  of  its  existence  until  it  was  presented  in  thi 
case.  It  purports  to  be  a  photographic  copy  of  the  original.  But  I  am  certain  tha 
it  is  not  in  the  haudwritiog  of  Leon  Queyrouse,  and  that  it  does  not  state  the  truth 
for  I  positively  deny  that  Leon  Queyrouse  ever  received  from  Lieutenant-Colonc 
Broadwell  or  if  ajor  Buckner,  in  part  satisfactiou  of  his  claim,  the  323  bales  of  cotton 

When  that  receipt  purports  to  nave  been  given— that  is,  on  March  22,  1864— Mi^o 
Buckner,  the  agent  of  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell,  may  have  known  of  the  exisi 
ence  of  that  amount  of  cotton  on  the  Lazarre  place,  and  may  have  supposed  that  h 
could  seize  and  use  it  in  settlement  of  said  claim,  but  I  repeat  that  said  lot  of  oottoi 
had  been  previously  bought  and  paid  for  by  me,  and  that  Leon  Queyrouse  never  re 
oeived  one  bale  from  the  Confederate  authorities  or  any  one  else.  To  my  knowled^ 
the  only  cotton  actually  received  by  said  Queyrouse  from  Major  Buckner  was  the  89 
bales  which  I  purchased  from  him  on  the  Simmons  plantation. 

In  the  judicial  investigation  of  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  I  testified,  I  be 
lieve,  three  times.  What  I  said  in  the  testimony  given  by  me  was  the  truth.  I  can 
not  vouch  for  the  accuracy  of  the  report  of  said  testimony  made  by  the  commissionet 
before  whom  it  was  given,  as  it  was  never  read  over  to  me,  and  I  know  from  experi 
ence  how  seldom  testimony  is  accurately  reported.  Questions  were  put  to  me,  and  na 
lawyers  and  the  commissioners  agreed  upon  the  wording  of  the  answers,  as  my  know- 
edge  of  English  was  very  imperfect,  as  it  is  to-day.  I  positively  affirm,  however,  th 
truth  of  the  statements  made  by  me  respecting  the  purchase  of  830  bales  of  ootta 
from  Queyrouse,  and  164  from  Pargoud,  and  59  from  A.  Lazarre. 

It  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  record  of  this  claim  that  my  testimony  on  thcK 

Eoints  is  entirely  in  keeping  with  and  confirmed  by  that  of  the  said  Pargoud  ac 
azarre  and  John  T.  Simmons  and  Mf^or  Backner,  none  of  whom  had  any  moti^ 
for  misstating  the  fact,  or  any  reason  to  sacrifice  the  truth  for  the  benefit  of  or  to  r 
vor  me. ,  I  was  almost  an  entire  stranger  to  them  and  had  never  had  any  relaticz: 
with  them,  except  in  connection  with  my  purchase  from  them  and  from  Qneyro*' 
of  the  said  several  lots  of  cotton.  I  had  never  seen  them  before,  and  have  never  s^ 
them  since. 

I  believe  I  cannot  adduce  any  stronger  proof  of  the  entire  truth  andsinoeritvof  ^ 
testimony  given  by  me  on  the  occasions  mentioned  than  the  fact  that  if  I  could  hs. 
testified  and  proved  that  in  the  receipt  of  the  cotton  from  the  Confederate  auth^^ 
ties  Leon  Queyrouse  acted  as  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  I  would  have  es^^ 
lished  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  courts  of  law  the  right  of  their  claim,  and  their  fea 
to  the  cotton,  whereas  I  did  not  so  testify  for  the  simple  reason  that  I  was  under  os^ 
and  that  Qnevronse  was  not  and  never  had  been  the  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A 
and  never  had  any  business  relations  or  connection  with  them,  notwithstanding 
impression  to  the  contrary,  which  might  be  produced  by  the  papers  contained  L 
aforesaid  document  No.  11. 

I  have  been  advised  by  the  counsel  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  that  it  is  immat 
whether  in  the  transaction  of  June  3,  1863,  with  Major  Russell,  Queyrouze  wa 
agent  of  Itarria,  or  of  Dnrrety,  Plassiu  &  Co.,  or  of  G.  A.  Le  More  d&  Co.  Nevi 
less,  ever  since  the  filling  of  said  document  No.  11,  I  have  been  anxious  to  be  te^:^; 
ined  in  reference  to  the  apparent  conflict  between  the  history  of  this  claim  a^  p 
sented  in  said  document  and  the  true  history  thereof  as  set  forth  in  the  old  reoo.c^ 
the  claim.  I  desired  to  reiterate  what  I  then  testified  to  in  regard  to  the  purchaassc 
the  cotton  for  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  and  to  correct  certain  errors  which  I  have  noticet 
in  the  repoi-t  of  the  printed  testimony,  such  as  the  printing  as  Garcia  the  name  o/ 
Itarria,  and  the  statement  that  I  had  testified  that  I  paid  $160  per  bale  in  greenbac^a. 
whereas  what  I  said  was  that  I  paid  at  the  rate  of  $160.  There  may  be  a  number  of 
smaller  errors  which  I  did  not  notice,  because  the  testimony  was  never  read  over  to 
me. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Gborgb  S.  Boutwrll  : 

Q.  Is  Leon  Queyrouze  living  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  where  f — A.  In  New  Orleans. 

Q.  When  did  your  acquaintance  with  Leon  Qaeyrouze  begin  T — A.  Afewyearasftcf 
I  was  in  New  Orleans.    He  was  a  grocer  in  New  Orleans. 

Q.  In  what  year  f — A.  I  do  not  know  exactly,  sir. 

Q.  State  as  nearly  as  you  recollect. — A.  It  may  have  been  about  1850  or  1851.  I  d^ 
not  remember  exactly.     I  did  not  frequent  him.    I  knew  him. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any.  business  relations  with  him  between  the  years  1850  and  1860  f-^ 
A.  Yes ;  in  1852  I  think  I  had.    I  was  clerk  in  the  office  where  he  was.    He  was 
partner. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  receipt  signed  by  Leon  Queyrouse,  agent,  dated  March  22, 166^ 
as  shown  to  you,  being  a  photographic  copy  of  the  original,  is  not  In  the  handwriUn . 
of  Leon  Queyrouse  f — A.  It  is  not,  to  my  best  knowledge. 
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|.  Do  yoa  know  in  whose  handwriting  it  is  f — A.  I  have  never  seen  that  before, 

ept  here  yesterday.    I  do  not  know  anybody  who  could  have  written  that. 

|.  What  do  you  say  as  to  the  signature  of  the  receipt  f 

Mr.  Janin.  I  admit  the  genuineness  of  th^  signature.) 

L.  I  recognize  the  signature,  but  not  the  body  of  the  receipt  f 

|.  In  the  body  of  this  paper  is  this  statement  which  is  in  payment  (with  the  pro- 

[>  annexed)  of  a  claim  on  the  part  of  gentlemen  J.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  of  France, 

kinst  the  Confe«lerate  States  of  the  amount  of  $80,858.42. 

|.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  whether  any  such  sum  was  at  that  time  due  to  J.  A. 

More  &,  Co.f — A.  No,  sir. 

|.  Do  you  know  whether  that  sum  was  then  due  to  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.f — A.  No, 

|.  Were  yon  present  when  this  receipt  of  Leon  Qneyrouse,  agent,  was  signed  T — A. 
sir. 

|.  When  did  yon  first  know  of  the  existence  of  that  receipt  T — A.  When  I  saw  it 
b  in  the  printed  document  the  day  before  yesterday,  when  I  saw  that  document. 
|.  You  have  said  in  your  statement  that  at  the  time  and  for  a  certain  purpose  you 
de  Leon  Qneyrouse  agent  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

|.  At  what  time  and  place  was  that  agency  conferred  upon  him  f— A.  I  think  it 
I  in  March  or  February,  1864.    It  was  so  long  a  time  ago  I  do  not  remember. 
\,  Is  the  firm  of  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  In  existence  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 
|.  Who  constitute  the  niembers  or  it  f — A.  Gustave  Le  More,  acting  partner,  and 
nt  partner  licontine  Le  More.    The  same  firm  as  before. 

*he  further  examination  of  the  witness  was  then  adjourned  to  Monday,  May  28, 

3,  at  3  o'clock  p.  m. 

(efore  signing  the  preceding  examination  the  witness  made  the  following  correo- 

is: 

.  Insert  ** original"  before  word  ** owner,"  p.  6,  line  20. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 


A.  Lx  MORX  &,  Co. 

9. 

m  United  States 


>  No.  211. 


Monday,  May  28,  1883. 


Pnrsnant  to  adjournment  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  Mr.  George  S.  Boutwell, 
d  the  counsel  lor  the  claimant,  Mr.  Albert  Janin,  met  at  the  office  of  the  commis- 
»ner,  W.  F.  Peddrick,  1518  H  street,  Washington,  D.  C,  the  commissioner  being 
esent,  and  proceeded  with  the  examination  of  the  witness,  Mr.  Jnles  Le  More. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Boutwbll  : 

Q.  At  iwhat  place  were  yon  on  the.22d  day  of  March,  1864  f — ^A.  I  think  I  was  in 
LonnM^,  on  the  Ouachita  River. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  see  Leon  Queyronse  that  day  f — A.  I  cannot  remember  whether  I 
iw  him  that  day. 

Q.  Did  not  you  have  knowledge  on  or  about  the  22d  of  March,  1864,  that  Leon  Qney- 
ooie  had  signed  such  a  receipt  as  appears  on  pages  313-^14  of  document  No.  117 — A. 
10,  sir. 

Q-  Did  not  yon  know  that  he  was  engaged  in  some  transaction  relating  to  cotton  at 
oht,  timet — A.  I  knew  he  was  to  receive  some  cotton. 

Q.  The  sum  of  $80,858.42  is  mentioned  in  that  receipt;  do  yoa  know  how  that  sam 
»«Ppen8  to  be  there  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q>  Have  yon  no  knowledge  of  any  transaction  in  which  the  snm  of  $80,858.42  ap- 
«w«t-A.  No,  sir.  ^  ^  ^  F- 

^Q-  Do  not  yon  know  that  at  that  time  that  sum  of  money  was  alleged  to  be  due  to 
'•A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  by  the  Confederate  States  f — ^A.  I  know  it  was  not  due. 

X.  Yoa  know  it  was  not  due  T— A.  Yes,  sir. 

H-  How  do  yoa  know  it  was  not  due? — A.  Because  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  never 
B^e  apything  with  the  Confederate  States. 

^'  Did  they  never  make  any  contract  with  the  Confederacy  f — A.  Never. 

VI-  Did  not  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  or  a  firm  of  which  they  were  partners,  have  a 
<>Jjtract  for  the  delivery  of  gray  cloth  f — A.  Never,  never. 

^'  Were  yoa  a  member  of  the  firm  at  that  timef—A.  No,  sir;  I  never  was  a  mem- 
^of  the  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co. 

X*  Where  were  yon  on  the  7th  of  March,  1864 1 — ^A.  I  do  not  know  sorely ;  I  think 
^^  in  Monroe.    I  do  not  know ;  maybe  I  was  in  another  place — ^in  Shreveport. 
jx*  Do  yon  say  that  on  the  7th  day  of  March,  1864,  the  Confederate  States  were  not 
^«bted  to  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co  f^A".  I  repeat — I  repeat  that  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
'^er  had  anything  to  do  with  the  Confederate  States. 

H,  Ex.  236 30 


i 
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Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  contract  between  the  Confederate  States  and  my 
other  parties,  except  Gantherin  &,  Co. — first,  who  were  the  members  of  that  flnnV- 
A.  Gantherin,  Alfred  Le  More,  and  myself. 

Q.  You  had  agreed  to  fnrnish  ffray  cloth  f — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  G.  A.  Le  More  was  one  of  uiem  f — A.  No,  sir ;  never ;  nobody  of  the  firm  of  6. 
A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  was  a  partner  of  ours. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  due  from  the  Confederate  €k»vemment  at  the  time  yon  speak 
of  to  Gantherin  and  Alfred  and  Jnles  Le  More  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  The  contract  was  completed  for  $405,000 ;  and  after  that  do  you  say  there  wis 
no  claim  against  the  Confederate  Government? — ^A.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  know  ot 

Q.  When  was  that, paid? — A.  I  think  it  was  paid  in  1862,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  a  printed  docnment  on  page  312  of  the  record  in  598  before  the 
Commission,  and  state  whether  what  purports  to  be  a  letter  signed  by  Jules  Le  More 
was  written  by  you  or  notf — A.  [Looking  at  the  records.]  It  is  explained  in  that 
[pointing  to  the  testimony  of  the  first  day]. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  you  that;  I  ask  you  whether  you  wrote  that  letter? — A.  I  did  Dot 
write  the  letter ;  I  signed  a  letter  of  that  kind ;  that  is  all  I  can  say. 

Q.  What  do  you  say  as  to  this  being  the  letter  you  signed  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  lee* 
ollect. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  doubt  about  it  ? — A.  I  may  have  doubt  about  the  English. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  written  in  English? — A.  But  I  have  never  been  perfect  in  the  English 
language,  so  far  as  knowing  it.  • 

Q.  VftitX  claim  is  referred  to  in  this  language  :  ''  In  answer  to  both  of  those  in- 
dorsements I  have  the  honor  to  say  that  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell's  atatement 
of  the  transaction  is  correct  as  it  is,  but  not  complete,  in  this :  first,  that  he  omits  to 
say  that  we  were  willing  to  settle  our  claim  at  the  rate  of  5M^  cents  per  pound  on  the 
footing  of  cotton  delivered  to  us  at  Brownsville  at  that  rate,  thus  claiming  fw  the 
difference  of  expenses  between  the  places  of  delivery ;''  what  claim  is  referm  tof- 
A.  That  claim  is  Qneyronze's  claim  explained  in  that  [pointing  to  the  testimony  of 
the  first  day]  :  he  was  to  receive  more  cotton  than  he  sold  to  me. 

(^.  You  say  that  this  was  Queyrouze's  claim  ? — A.  It  was  concerning  Qaeyronn^ 
claim ;  not  Gantherin  &,  Co. 

Q.  What  did  you  mean  by  the  phrase  '^  our  claim''? — A.  Because  I  wanted  the  Onh 
federate  officer  to  believe  it  was  the  claim  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co. 

Q.  Then,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  you  stated  what  was  not  true  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  thatii 
sure. 

Q.  Now  do  you  say  that  you  have  no  knowledge  of  a  claim  by  Gantherin  andA1fi«d 
Le  More  and  Jules  Le  More  against  the  Confederate  States,  or  a  claim  by  6.  A.  Le 
More  against  the  Confederate  Government  of  $80.858.42? — A.  Neither  GauUierin  A 
Co.  nor  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  had  a  claim  against  the  Confederate  States. 

Q.  Did  any  party,  of  whose  business  you  had  an^  knowledge  at  that  time,  hsTe 
any  claim  against  the  Confederate  States? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  T.  K.  Belknap  was? — A.  No,  sir;  I  think  he  was  a  merehaot 
in  New  Orleans. 

Q.  But  in  Shreveport  in  1864  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  never  know  such  a  person  ? — A.  I  have  known  him  by  sight. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  business  relations  with  him? — A.  Never. 

Q.  On  page  337  of  the  record  in  case  No.  598,  being  an  extract  from  the  reeord  in 
211,  is  a  letter  signed  Jules  Le  More,  dated  at  Shreveport,  March  10,  lb64,  directed  to 
T.  K.  Belknap,  Esq.,  Shreveport,  La.,  in  which  the  writer  says:  ^  In  aooordanoe  with 
agreement  made  between  Lieut.  Col.  £.  Kirby  Smith,  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwellt 
and  myself  yesterday  morning,  I  appointed  you  as  the  arbiter  to  represent  my  inte^ 
est  in  the  examination  of  the  claims  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  Havre,  and  Mi^.  C.  Rns- 
sell,  quartermaster,  C.  S.  A. ; "  what  claim  is  referred  to  there  ? — A.  It  may  be  it  ii 
the  same  claim  as  this  one,  but  I  do  not  recollect  the  name  of  Mr.  Belknap;  I  did  not 
see  him  probably ;  that  name  was  suggested  to  me. 

Q.  In  your  letter  of  7th  of  March,  1to4,  you  say  that  "  we  were  willing  to  settleoor 
claim  at  the  rate  of  20|  oents  per  pound  on  the  footing  of  cotton  delivered  to  na  tt 
Brownsville ;"  what  claim  is  there  referred  to? — A.  It  was  the  same  claim. 

Q.  Wasn't  it  the  claim  against  the  Confederate  Govemmentfor  $80,858.43?— A  Ko, 
sir. 

Q.  You  are  certain  of  that  as  you  are  of  anything?— A.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  that  claim  of  $80,000  that  you  speak  of. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  Broadwell,  chief  of  the  cotton  bureau  of  the 
Confederate  Government? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  him  at  Shreveport. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mi^.  J.  A.  Buckner,  assistant  inspector-general?— A.  It  maybe; 
bnt  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  knowledge  that  W.  A.  Broadwell,  lieutenant-colonel,  ^bc,  wrote 
this  letter: 
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''  SHRBViEPOBTy  January  20,  1864. 
"  Hessrs.  G.  A.  Le  Mors  &  Co.,  of  Hayre : 

**  Gbntlbmbk  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  you  the  certified  account  of  Malor  Charlea 
tnnell  for  |80,858.42,  with  the  accompanying  papers.  I  will  take  ap  the  account 
rith  cotton  at  W^  cents  per  pound,  if  directedto  do  so  by  the  department  commander, 
'he  point  of  delivery  will  be  made  known  as  soon  as  he  approves  such  a  settlement 
tyour  claim  T" 

A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know.  I  am  sure  that  the  firm  of  O.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  never 
Mseived  snch  a  letter. 

Q.  How  do  yon  know  f — ^A.  Because  they  never  had  anything  to  do  with  the  Con- 
derate  officers. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  a  claim  by  6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  was  referred  to- 
le  acting  auditor  of  the  Confederate  States  for  examination  7 — A.  No,  sir ;  no  claim 
mid  have  been  referred  to  the  acting  auditor,  because  I  know  that  G.  A.  Le  More 
sd  never  any  claim  against  the  Confederacy. 

Q.  Will  yon  look  at  the  report  of  the  auditor,  on  page  395  of  the  record  in  No.  211, 
»niid  in  record  No.  598,  and  say  whether  you  have  any  knowledge  of  the  claim  for 
oth  spoken  of  in  the  first  paragraph  of  that  report  f~A.  No,  sir.  (Reading  the  re- 
[>rt. ) 

Q.  What  was  your  claim  against  the  Confederate  Government  f — A.  The  only  claim 
e  had  was  for  15,000  bales  of  cotton  sold  to  the  New  Orleans  Bank  before  that  in 

S.  On  March  7,  1864^  what  claim  had  you,  or  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.,  or  Gautherin 
the  Le  Mores  f — A.  We  had  no  claim  at  all. 

Q.  You  are  snre  of  that  7 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  then,  in  your  letter  of  March  7,  1864,  you  say^  **  within  the  last  ten  daya 
ientenant- Colonel  Broad  well  offered  as  a  settlement  (in  an  unofficial  manner)  by 
rafts  on  Yankee  banks,  at  a  rate  which  was  not  acceptable  for  such  fluctuons  cur* 
Dncy  as  greenbacks  f*  what  claim  was  that  f — ^A.  It  was  the  claim  of  Qneyrouze. 

Q.  For  what  cotton  7 — A.  The  cotton  that  I  bought  from  Queyrouze.  That  letter 
1  signed  by  me,  but  I  do  not  use  that  language. 

Q.  Yon  state  that  Lieutenant-Colonel  BroaSwell  **  omits  to  sav  that  we  were  will- 
Qg  to  settle  our  claim  at  the  rate  of  :i^  cents  per  pound  on  the  footing  of  cotton  de- 
iTcred  to  us  at  Brownsville  at  that  rate,  thus  claiming  for  the  dififiBrence  of  expenses 
«tween  the  places  of  delivery ; "  what  do  ^on  mean  by  that  7 — A.  Because  In  Browns- 
ille ;  if  yon  received  cotton  in  Brownsville  you  were  receiving  so  many  bales ;  if 
eceiving  them  in  the  Interior  it  was  double. 

Q.  What  does  80^  cent.s  per  pound  mean  7 — ^A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  a  letter  written  by  Lieutenant-Colonel  Broadwell  on 
he  26th  of  January,  1864,  in  which  he  refers  to  the  *'  application  of  G.  A.  Le  More  A, . 
)o.j  of  Havre,  to  obtain  the  settlement  of  a  claim  due  tnem  "7-*A.  I  do  not  recollect 
hat ;  if  it  was  it  made  allnsion  to  the  claim  of  Qneyrouze. 

Q.  Now,  do  not  yon  know  that  there  wbs  due  to  you  or  some  of  yon  who  have 
»een  named  in  this  transaction  the  snm  of  $d0,858.42  for  gray  cloth,  and  that  you  re- 
eived  in  pigment  therefor,  either  directly  to  yourself  or  through  Qneyrouze,  cotton 
rom  Migor  Bnssell  or  some  other  person  representing  the  Confederate  Gk>vemment» 
kt:{Oi  cents  per  ponnd,  an  1  Queyrouze  receipted  for  it 7 — A.  No;  I  do  not,  except 
hat  Qneyrouze  received  some  cotton,  the  cotton  that  I  bought. 

Q.  Now,  did  not  your  firm  bring  gray  cloth  from  Havre  amr  1868,  and  deliver  it  to 
he  Confederate  authorities  7 — ^A.  f^,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  did  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  do  it 7 — A.  No,  sir;  the  gray  cloth  for  our  contract 
sft  Marseilles,  not  Havre. 

(The  witness  was  here  shown  a  letter  in  manuscript.) 

Q.  Look  at  that  letter  and  state  whether  that  signature  is  yours  7 — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Look  at  the  body  of  that  letter  and  say  whether  the  handwriting  is  your»  7 — JL» 
Tea,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  nrinted  letter  on  pages  312-313  of  record  No.  211,  fonnd  in 
7o.  598,  and  say  whether  that  letter  is  not  a  verbatim  copy  of  the  manuscript  letter 
rhioh  I  show  you,  and  which  yon  say  was  written  by  yonr  hand  and  signed  by  you  7 — 
l»  That  refers  always  to  that  same  claim  of  Queyrouze. 

Q.  How  mach  money  did  you  advance  to  Queyronze  on  account  of  the  cotton  that 
te  was  to  deliver  to  you  7 — A.  At  Matamoras  about  |15,0U0 ;  it  may  be  a  little  more. 

Q.  In  your  letter  to  which  yonr  attention  was  lattt  called  you  say  **  we  were  daair- 
ina  to  get  here  the  amount  of  our  claim,  with  interest  in  gold,  rather  than  staple; "  if 
our  claim  was  as  you  allege  for  cotton  in  staple,  how  do  you  explain  tliis  demand  7 — 
L  It  may  be  Qneyrouze,  but  not  me. 

Q.  This  your  letter  7 — A.  I  don't  understand  that;  I  had  no  claim  at  all. 

Q.  But  you  made  a  claim,  didn't  yon,  here  7 — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  gold,  with  interest  in  gold,  and  you  stated  that  you  preferred  it  to  be  staple  t 

WiTNSflS.  What  letter  7 

Mr.  BoUTWKLL.  Your  letter  to  E.  Kirby  Smith',  'you  Mi^  \ii%X  ^*  ^;^  XaXJafe^^vstToasa.* 
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tioned  in  LieutonaDt-Colonel  Broad  welPs  iBdonement  of  $120  in  specie  for  each  bale  of 
cotton  given  to  us  in  settlement ;  '*  then  yon  add  **  he  has  never  made  ns  snch  an  offer, 
although  he  was  perfectly  aware  then  and  ever  since  we  first  saw  him  in  relation  to 
this  matter  that  we  were  desirous  to  get  here  the  amount  of  our  claim,  with  interest 
in  gold  rather  than  staple ; "  what  I  ask  is,  if  your  claim  was  for  cotton,  as  yon  assert, 
how  could  you  have  made  a  declaration  that  you  wanted  your  claim  with  interest  in 
goldf — A.  I  was  writing  in  my  name,  but  I  was  writing  for  Queyrouze. 

Q.  But  if  Queyrouze's  claim  was  for  cotton,  giving  the  number  of  bales,  what  riffht 
had  you,  speaking  for  yourself,  or  Queyrouze  on  behalf  of  that  claim,  to  assert  that 
you  wanted  for  that  claim  gold,  with  interest  in  gold  T — A.  It  may  be  that  he  wanted 
to  have  gold  in  preference  to  cotton,  and  he  made  me  write  that  letter. 

Q.  How  do  you  explain,  consistently  with  the  statement  yon  now  make,  that  yoi 
had  no  claim  other  than  through  Queyrouze,  and  that  Queyrouze's  claim  was  for 
certain  quantity  of  cotton,  the  statement  you  make  in  this  letter:  ''  The  only  offer  h< 
made,  and  tbat  not  in  a  business-like  manner,  was  |90  per  bale,  which  price  would 
cover  the  principal  of  our  claim  "  1 — A.  Well,  it  ma^  be  of  Queyrouze  luways, 
I  had  put  the  claim  before  those  officers  as  our  chum.    That  is  the  only  way  I 
explain  that  letter. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  that  claim  of  Queyrouze  which  you  bought  was  for  a 
tain  number  of  bales  of  cotton,  and  not  for  a  given  amount  of  money ;  and  you  dei 
that  any  money  was  due  f — A.  Except  money  advanced. 

Q.  But  yon  deny  that  any  money  was  due  to  you  or  anybody  connected  with  y( 
from  the  Confederate  States? — ^A.  I  deny  that;  yes,  sir.         ^ 

Q.  How  then  do  you  explain  this  statement  in  your  leLter :  "  $90  per  bale,  whii 
price  would  not  cover  the  principal  of  our  claim  ^  f — A.  Because  Queyrouze  could  ha 
bought  cotton  with  it,  and  delivered  me  some  cotton.    It  is  exactly  the  same  thing 

Q.  Now,  don't  you  know  that  Queyrouze,  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  preseni 
to  the  Confederate  Government  a  bill  for  gray  cloth,  that  it  was  audited,  and  thi 
balance  was  found  to  be  due  of  $80,858.42  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  it  was  paid  for  in  cotton  at  20^  cents  per  pound? — ^A.  I  don't  nn( 
atand. 

Q.  Do  you  deny  those  statements  of  fact  ? — ^A.  I  do  not  understand  that  way  you  hq^ 

it.    Put  some  question,  and  I  will  answer  yes  or  no. 

Q.  Do  not  you  know  that  Queraouze  presented  to  the  Confederate  Government 
the  year  1863,  a  claim  in  behalf  of  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.,  and  as  their  agent,  for  a  qi 
tity  of  military  gray  cloth  ? — ^A.  Well,  sir,  I  deny  that  Queyrouze  presented  any  ol 
for  cloth. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  presented  any  snch  claim? — ^A.  He  had  aomecTM^ija 
himself,  but  I  do  not  know  what  for ;  I  do  not  know  what  for. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowl#Mige  of  a  certificate  signed  by  Lieut.  Col.  W.  A.  BtOBiir^weU, 
and  reported  in  the  record  in  case  211,  found  in  record  598,  page  330,  in  these  woitlt; 

*' Cotton  Bureau,  Shrsvxport,  La, 

December.  26, 1&64, 

"  This  to  certify  that  on  the  22d  day  of  March,  1864, 1  delivered,  through  M^.  J.  A 
Buckner  to  Messrs.  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  of  Havre,  France,  nine  hundred  and  eighty-  f  ^ 
three  (9H3)  bales  of  cotton  on  Ouachita  River,  and  receiveid  by  them  in  payment  of 
the  certified  account  of  Maj.  Charles  Russell  for  $80,858.42.  This  cotton  was  deliTered 
by  Maj.  John  A.  Buckner,  acting  under  authority  £rom  this  office,  all  of  which  iseri- 
deuced  by  the  receipt  of  Leon  Queyrouze,  agent  of  Messrs.  Le  More  A,  Co.  ?  ^ 

A.  I  never  saw  it,  but  I  think  it  must  be  correct ;  it  was  probably  given  to  Ur* 
Queyrouze  himself. 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Queyrouze  known  to  yon^  or  is  his  reputation  for  truth  and  venoity 
known  to  you  ? — A.  He  is  one  of  the  most  honest  men  yon  can  find. 

Q.  Then  if  he  has  stated  that  the  gray  cloth  which  he  delivered  waa  for  the  aceonnt 
of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  you  would  oelieve  it?— A.  Certainly,  if  he  stated  it  on  ostb; 
but  men  in  that  time  did  many  things  which  they  would  not  do  at  other  times. 

Q.  You  knew  that  he  held  himself  out  as  agent  of  G.  A.  Le  More  d&  Co.  ?•— A.  TaS} 
sir ;  I  authorized  him  to  do  it  to  expedite  ^he  matter. 

Q.  You  never  knew  any  firm  known  as  T.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  doubt  where  in  the  printed  document,  as  in  the  receipt  of  Qa^y' 
ronze  to  which  your  attention  has  been  called,  where  the  firm  is  spoken  of  as  T>  ^ 
Le  Bf ore  &  Co.  it  means  G.  A.  Le  More  ? — ^A.  I  do  not  know ;  bat  I  have  otmerred  » 
great  many  mistakes  in  these  records,  both  in  names  and  dates. 

Re-examined  by  Mr.  Janin  : 

Q.  Were  Mr.  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.,  of  Havre,  ever  engaged  in  any  manafiiotoring 
business  ?— A.  Never  in  their  lives. 
Q.  Were  there  any  mannfactnroTa  ol  <^\Qth  at  Havre  in  1861-1864  ?— A.  Not  one 
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actory  has  been  in  Havre  from  that  time  until  now ;  it  ia  not  a  mana- 
y ;  it  is  a  commercial  city. 

,  the  coansel  for  the  claima^if ,  offers  to  show,  if  the  defendant  GoTem- 
xlnce,  instead  of  a  printed  copy  of  what  purports  to  be  a  mannsoript  copy 
it  found  among  the  Confederate  archives,  the  original  of  said  document, 
)  mentioned  at  the  head  of  the  document  printed  on  page  305  of  No.  211  is 
klso  that  the  papers  contained  in  said  document  No.  11  of  211  contain  a 
irroTB  of  names  and  dates.) 

I  now  wish  the  witness  to  read  the  report  of  the  testimony  he  gave  on 
le  26th  instant,  before  signing  it,  to  see  if  it  is  correct. 
IS,  after  reading  the  report,  stated  that  the  same  was  correct, 
ission  then  adjourned. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

at  the  above  deposition  was  taken  by  me  at  the  time  and  place  men- 
the  same  ie  fhll,  true,  and  acenrate,  and  that  it  was  signed  by  the  wit- 
e  More. 

nd  subscribed  before  me  this  28th  day  of  May,  1B83. 

W.  F.  PEDDEICK, 
Notary  Pttblio  and  Special  C<mmi$9ianer, 
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BRIEF  FOR  CLAIMANT. 
O.  A.  Le  Mors  6l  Co. 

V. 

Thk  United  States. 


\  No.  211. 


The  record  in  this  case  is  yolnminous,  bat  the  facts  are  plain  and  simple,  and  maj 
be  briefly  stated. 

O.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  are  merchants  of  Havre,  France.  Their  principal  bnrinesi 
has  been  for  more  than  thirty  years,  and  is  to  this  day,  the  importation  of  cottoi 
from  the  United  States. 

Durinff  the  war  of  secession  they  had  many  transactions  in  cotton  with  this  country. 
One  of  tnem  arose  under  the  following  circumstance : 

Jules  Le  More,  a  Frenchman,  who  had  been  residing  in  New  Orleans  for  some  time, 
became  involvea,  in  18<S2,  in  a  difficulty  with  General  B.  F.  Bo  tier,  which  led  to  hif 
arrest  and  imprisonment  at  Fort  Jackson.  The  Commission  is  familiar  with  the  his- 
tory of  the  cloth  transaction  of  the  firm  of  £.  Gautherin  &,  Co.,  of  which  Jules  Lc 
More  was  a  member^  with  the  Confederate  Government,  and  with  the  circnmstaneefl 
connected  with  the  imprisonment  by  General  Butler  of  Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More. 

Jules  Le  More  was  released  from  prison  in  December,  1862,  bv  order  of  the  United 
States  Government.  His  books  and  pai>ers  were  restored  to  him  in  Jannaij,  1863. 
Finding  It  impossible  to  continue  his  business  at  New  Orleans  he  soon  thereafter  left 
the  city  and  went  to  Mexico  in  search  of  profitable  occupation. 

A  few  weeks  later,  after  havins  stndied  the  situation  of  aifairs  in  Mexico,  he  sent 
to  the  French  firm  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  the  head  of  which  was  his  brother,  the 
following  letter  and  proposition,  to  wit: 

Matamorab,  20  iiiai  1863. 

Messieurs  G.  A.  Le  Mobb  6l  Cib.,  Havre: 

Messieurs  bt  Amis  :  Ainsi  qae  vons  en  avez  ^t^  inform^,  J'ai  quitt^  la  Nouvelle- 
Orl^ans  il  y  a  quelques  semaines,  n'y  voyant  plus  rien  ib  faire  de  longtems,  et  je  sols 


Jusque  dans  la  Haute  Lonisiane,  les  frais  de  d^placement  et  transport,  quoique  ti^ 
Aev^s,  6tant  compens^  largement  par  le  coiit  primitif. 

Dans  I'espoir  que  vous  vondrez  oien  utiliser  mes  services,  je  ne  vous  chaigerai 
qu'une  commission  d'achat  de  5  pr.  ct.,  tandis  ou'il  y  a  des  personnes  qui  ch»rgeut  7^ 
pr.  ct.  du  moment  oti  les  achats  se  font  hors  de  Matamoras. 

J'ai  fait  ici  la  connaissance  de  M.  A.  Tertrou,  qui  s'occnpe  d'affaires  avec  rint^rieur 
du  Mexique  et  avec  la  Havane.  II  m'a  donn^  4  comprendre  que  par  son  intormediaire 
11  serait  facile  de  se  procurer  les  fonds  n^cessaires  anx  achats  pour  votre  compte, 
moyennant  commission  d'avances  et  un  int^rdt  de  8  pr.  ot.  jusqu^li  P6poqne  de  I'em- 
barquement  des  cottons,  dpoque  ik  laquelle  on  se  rembourserait  sur  vons  payable  k  60 
Jours  de  vue  dans  Londres  on  Paris. 

Pour  votre  gouveme,  les  sterlings  sent  d*un  placement  nlus  facile  et  g6n6ralement 
plus  avantaffeux  que  les  francs.  On  peut  actnellement  calculer  ici  vendre  1^  bord  du 
navire  le  middling  &  environ  32  cents  en  or.  J'estime  que  pour  vendre  du  coton  an 
Havre  via  Havana,  il  fandrait  ijouter  10  cents  par  lb.  environ. 

En  achetant  sufflsamment  pour  le  char^^ment  d'nn  navire  qu'on  pourrait  facilement 
faire  venir  de  la  Havane,  cela  ne  coiiterait  gu^re  one  5  &  6  cents. 

Vous  pourrez  m'adresser  vos  lettres,  vole  de  la  Havane,  aux  soins  on  sous  couvert 
de  MM.  V.  Pr(6tat  Sl  Co.,  de  Matamoras.  c'est  la  mani^re  la  plus  prompte  et  k  peu 
prte  la  pltts  sfire  de  me  fiiire  parvenir  vos  lettres.  II  n'y  a  rien  k  faire  ici  pour  Hm- 
portation  fhingaise,  la  place  est  eneombr^  de  marchandises  de  toutes  sortes,  et  bean- 
coup  d'articles  ponrraient  6tre  achet^  andesspus  du  prix  coiktant  des  ports  d'expor- 
tations;  les  fluctuations  sont  incroyables.  A  mon  arriv6e  ici,  la  farine  se  payait 
Jusqu'li  |70  le  baril,  a^Jourd'hul  on  trouve  dlffloilement  preneur  k  $30.  Les  bois  seula 
sont  toi^ours  recherche  par  suite  de  racoroissement  extraordinaire  de  populatioiE 
que  prend  cette  ville,  oe  qui  n^cessite  dee  constructions  de  maisons  de  tons  o6t^ 

Sans  plus,  et  dans  rattente  d'une  r6ponse  fiavorable  de  votie  part,  Je  vous  salne 
messieurs  et  amis,  bien  affect ueusement. 

JULES  LE  MORE. 

The  proposition  was  accepted  by  G.  A.  Le  More  A,  Co.  in  the  following  letter: 

Havre,  24><7M  1863. 

Monsieur  Jules  Lb  More,  MaiamoTM : 

MoifSlEUR:  Nous  venous  par  oes  pr^sentes  vous  autoriser  k  faire  pour  notre  compis 
des  achats  de  ooton  k  Matamoras,  dvuAV^T^xaa^i^  ^ii%\»iHanto  Londsiane,  n'exo^danl 
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pas  (2,500  blB. )  deux  mille  oinq  cents  bftUes  ponr  6tre  rendntM  en  Europe  i^  denx  franos 
einqimote  centimes  le  denii  kilogramme^  votre  commission  de  cinq  poor  cent  comprise, 
poor  Borte  middling  Liverpool. 

Sods  ce  pli  nous  vons  remettons  nne  lettre  voos  accr6ditant  Aaprte,  de  Monsieur  A. 
Tertron,  penr  faire  face  aox  dits  achats.  Noas  tenons  beanconp  k  ce*  que  les  tirages 
101  nous  ne  se  lassent  qn'an  moment  de  I'exp^dition  des  cotons,  et  cbmme  il  est  k 
notre  connaissance  qn'ao  Meziqoe  onpentseprocnrer  del'argent  k  int^rAt  moyennant 
QDe  commission,  vons  devez  prendre  tons  les  arrangements  n^cessaires  pour  profiter 
de  oette  facility ;  nne  commission  mdme  nn  pen  forte,  pay^  par  oette  operation,  nous 
parait  pr^£6rable  anx  inconv^nients  d'nn  long  d^convert  en  Europe. 

Noos  ne  nous  ^tendons  pas  davantage  k  cet  ^gani.  ayant  pleine  oonfiance  dans 
lliabilit^  de  voe  agissements  que  nous  sanctionnons  k  I'svance. 

Noos  vous  prtfsentons,  Monsieur,  noe  salutations  empresses. 

6.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CIE. 

On  the  same  day  G.  A.  Le  More  A  Co.  sent  the  following  letter  aocrediting  their 
thus  constituted  agent  to  a  banker  at  Matamoros: 

Haybx,  ftAJmilUt  1863. 

Monsieur  A.  Tkbtrou,  Ifatesioras  : 

MoNSUUR :  Notre  agent,  M.  Jules  Le  More,  se  rendant  an  Mexique  et  dans  la  Haute 
Loatsiane,  pour  effectner  des  achats  de  coton  ponr  notre  oompte,  nous  Tenons  par  ces 
prtentes  Pac^nr^diter  anprte  de  vous  pour  le  remboorsement  des  dits  achats ;  il  s'en- 
tendra  aveo  vous  k  cet  ^gard  et  nous  sanctionnons  d'avanoe  les  engagements  qu'il 
pooira  prendre  avec  vous,  soit  que  vous  lui  fassiez  des  avances  ponr  notre  oompte  en 
eompte  courant  k  un  int^rtt  n'excMant  pas  6  pr.  ct.  ran,et  une  commission  de  a^ou-. 
Tert  k  d^battre  entre  lui  et  vous,  soit  que  vons  vous  remboursiez  snr  nous,  payable 
dsns  Paris  on  dans  Londres,  au  fur  et  k  mesnre  de  F^ch^nce  de  ses  traites  pour  notre 
eompte. 

Nods  vona  pr6sentons.  Monsieur,  nos  civilit6i  empreas^es. 

G.  A.  LE  MORE  &  CIE. 

During  his  stay  at  Matamoros  Jules  Le  More  learned  that  L^n  Queyronze  who,  Ibr 
aome  time  past,  had  been  established  there  in  business,  held  a  claim  against  the  Con* 
ftderate  Government,  which  was  pavable  in  cotton.  Under  the  agreement  existing 
between  Qneyrouze  and  Major  RnsseU,  the  agent  of  the  Confederate  Government,  the 
Arm  was  to  receive  in  payment  of  this  claim  about  900  bales  of  cotton  in  the  vicinity 
of  Matamoros  on  or  before  September  3, 1863,  and  Le  More  baigained  with  Qneyronse 
6»  the  purchase  of  this  cotton  from  him. 

Jules  Le  More  relates  in  his  testimony  how  anxiously  he  awaited  the  receipt  of  the 
Cotton  upon  which  he  had  made  heavy  pecuniary  advances  to  Queyrouse ;  now  the 
^mtter  displayed  so  much  snpineness  and  weakness  in  the  assertion  of  his  rights  (al- 
^wing  otner  parties  to  g^et  ahead  of  him  in  obMining  cotton  from  the  Confederate 
^pent  in  derogation  of  ms  rights)  that  he  determined  to  take  the  settlement  of  the 
^bim  into  his  own  hands.    To  nuhke  a  long  story  short,  and  referring  the  honorable 
^^mmission  to  the  legal  evidence  in  the  case,  nQ||  to  the  garbled  copies  of  otlier  oopiea 
^>f  certain  misprinted  documents  of  suspicions  origin,  the  originals  of  which  have  not 
^been  piodneed  here,  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of  Leon  Queyrouze  against  the  Confed- 
^srate  Government  was  made  by  the  delivery  to  him  of  a  large  quantity  of  cotton  on 
"9he  plantation  of  Dr.  John  T.  Simmons,  in  the  parish  of  Caldwell,  Louisiana,  by  Mi^or 
^ucaner,  the  authorized  agent  of  that  Government.    Whatever  may  have  been  the  • 
««xaot  amount  of  cotton  duivered  by  Msjor  Bnckner  to  Q(^®yi^°i^  on  the  Simmons 
plantation  (and  if  this  question  is  to  be  determined  by  legal  evidence,  and  not  by  the 
contents  of  documents  which  are  so  full  of  errors  of  dates  and  names  that  It  is  im* 
possible  to  estimate  their  real  value,  thexe  can  be  but  little,  if  any,  doubt  on  the  sub- 
ject), one  thing  is  certain,  because  it  is  established  by  the  concurrent  testimony  of  a 
nnmoer  of  intdligent  and  impartial  witnesses,  having  no  connection  or  community  of 
interests  with  one  another,  and  that  is  that  the  number  of  bales  of  cotton  sold  by  Leon 
Qneyronze  on  the  Simmons  plantation  to  Jules  Le  More,  the  duly-appointed  and  ac- 
credited agent  of  0.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  delivered  into  the  possession  of  said  Jules  Le 
More,  and  seized  by  the  Federal  authorities  while  he  (Le  More)  had  the  possession, 
custody,  and  control  of  the  cotton  and  was  making  arrangements  to  ship  it  to  New 
Orieana.  was  830  bales. 

That  IS  the  only  qnestion  that  concerns  the  claimants  and  interests  this  Commission. 
The  acta  and  dechantlons  of  an  agent  ars  binding  upon  a  principal  only  so  far  as  they 
are  done  and  made  within  the  scope  of  the  agent's  authority  from  his  principal.  AU 
that  G.  A.  Le  More  Sl  Co.  authorized  Jules  Le  More  to  do  was  to  puronase  cotton  for 
them  in  Mexico,  Texas,  or  North  Louisiana  at  a  price  not  to  exceed  certain  figures, 
and  Jules  Le  More  did  buy  for  them,  in  North  Louisiana,  830  bales  from  Leon  Qney- 
lonze  on  the  Simmons  plantation.    When  the  purchase  was  made  Queyrooae  hikdcom- 
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plete  leeal  and  actual  possesRion  of  this  cotton.  By  its  sale  to  Jnles  Le  More,  as 
agent  ot  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.,  it  became  the  absolute  property  of  that  firm.  Th^ 
cotton  was  seized  by  the  Eederal  authorities  and  sold,  tbe  net  proceeds  thereof  (th^ 
precise  sum  of  $309,160.46)  were  deposited  in  the  United  States  Treasury,  and  1iaT«>» 
Deen  there  ever  since. 

With  extraordinary  energy  the  agents  of  the  United  States  Qovemment  have,  8in< 
1864,  resisted  the  efforts  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &,  Co.  to  obtain  the  restitution  to  them 
this  sum  of  money  which,  in  law  and  in  equity,  belongs  to  them  as  fully  as  any  pro] 
erty  of  the  honorable  counsel  for  the  United  States^  acquired  by  his  labor  and  talenl 
belongs  to  him. 

The  cause  of  this  ardor  in  a  hardly  commendable  effort  to  withhold  from  the  claiierr: 
ants  property  which  belongs  to  them  and  which  represents  years  of  labor,  activit^^ 
and  economy  in  an  honorable  business  career  is  not  far  to  seek. 

It  is  simply  the  identity  of  surname  of  the  claimants  with  that  of  the  two  prison^^ 
of  Forts  Jackson  and  Pickens,  their  brothers  Alfred  and  Jules  Le  More,  who,  in  18^^ 
incurred  the  hostility  of  General  Butler,  whose  conduct  towards  them  brought  reproi^^ 
upon  the  Government  of  his  country. 

Without  one  particle  of  eyidence  to  support  the  charge,  and  in  defiance  of  the  m^  ^ 
positive  evidence  to  the  contrary,  the  agents  of  the  United  States  Government  h^^^ 
persisted  in  asserting  that  0.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  were  concerned  in  the  cloth  tran^^^ 
tion  of  their  brothers  Alfred  and  Jules  (members  of  the  firm  of  E.  Gantherin  A  ClI^ 
with  the  Confederate  Government. 

Bold  assertion  is  so  easy  and  costs  so  little.    A  single  seed  of  suspicion,  plant^^^  ^ 
a  grateful  soil,  will  quickly  develop  a  mountain  of  obstruction  to  the  light  of  trxatft. 
But  if  sacred  rights  are  to  be  sacrinced  to  passion  and  prejudice,  and  legal  evid^^j}^^ 
made  to  yield  to  mere  suspicions  produced  by  reckless  and  cunning  insinuations,  coq^^^ 
and  commissions  are  but  traps  to  the  unwary,  and  *'  international  law,  Justice  und 
equity  "  are  but  words  of  mocsery. 

As  was  said  at  the  outset,  the  facts  of  this  case  are  simple. 

G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  through  their  agent,  Jules  Le  More,  bought  in  the  mringof 
1864  from  li6on  Quesrrouze  830  bales  of  cotton,  situated  on  the  plantation  of  John  T. 
Simmons,  in  North  Louisiana. 

On  April  8, 1864,  while  Jules  Le  More  had  the  fhll  posseoaion,  control  and  oustodj 
of  this  cotton,  it  was  seized  by  the  Federal  authorities. 

On  the  S{2d  of  June,  1864,  the  cotton  was  sold  by  the  United  States  authoritiea,  snd 
produced  $360,736.46.  The  sum  of  $41,566  was  deducted  from  the  gross  proeeedi  of 
the  sale  for  ''  costs  and  expenses''  (a  grossly  exaggerated  charge),  and  the  diffarenoe 
— ^the  net  proceeds,  $309,160.46— depomted  in  the  Treasury. 

It  needed  not  the  numerous  decisions  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  to  thil 
effect  to  establish  the  principle  that  the  United  States,  by  the  seisure  and  saleof  thii 
ootton,  constituted  themselves  the  trustees  of  the  owners  thereof,  and  are  in  Isw. 
equity,  and  justice,  now  that  the  legal  machinery  for  that  purpose  has  been  prorided 
by  the  creatiop  of  this  tribunal,  bouad  to  pay  over  to  them,  with  interest  firom  Jv» 
82,  1864,  the  sum  of  $309,160.46,  the  net  proceeds  of  the  cotton,  the  use  of  whioli,  to- 
gether with  the  interest  thereon,  the  United  States  Government  has  enjoyed  for  Al- 
most twenty  years.  § 

Respectfiilly  submitted. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBRUK, 
Coufuel  for  ike  French  Btpiii^li^ 


MOTION  FOR  TIME  TO  FILE  UNITED  STATES  BRIEF. 

FiUd  Nov.  16,  1883. 


Lb  Mobx 

V. 

The  United  States 


>No.  211. 


Now  comes  the  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  and  moves  this  Honorable 
Conmiission  that  further  time  be  granted  the  Counsel  for  the  United  States  to  file  vie 
brief  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  Government  in  the  above-entitled  case. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Agent  and  CosMfl.' 

W.  H.  Edwards,  Aeeietant 
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NOTICE  RELATIVE  TO  UNITED  STATES  BRIEF. 

liUd  Nov.  16, 1883. 


Mobs 

9. 

ED  States 


>No.  211. 


ON :  Under  the  order  of  the  Commiwion  of  the  16th  of  October  last  the 
A.  Le  More  &  Co.  ▼.  The  United  States,  No.  211,  is  set  for  argument  by 
le  part  of  the  United  States  the  15th  day  of  the  {>resent  month. 
>t  be  prepared  to  submit  a  brief  at  that  time,  inasmuch  as  the  case  haa 
-ed  by  me  to  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  Uuited  States,  and  upon  tha 
it  it  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  docket  of  the  Commission,  for  the  rea* 
falls  within  the  rule  established  by  diplomatic  action  in  the  case  of  Isaac 
lie  Republic  of  France,  No.  1. 

ceiTcd  .  information  unofficially  that  the  case  of  Le  More  referred  to  haa 
ibject  of  correspondence,  either  oral  or  written,  between  the  Secretary  of 
he  United  States,  and  the  represCntatiye  of  the  French  Qovernment  at 
n. 

respectfully,  

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL. 
Aymit  and  C<mn§elf  fo. 

6norable  the  Commissionxrs  of  the 

French  akd  American  Claims  Commission. 


EXTENSION  OF  TIME  TO  FILE  BRIEFS. 
nUd  yavemher  23,  1883. 

No.  211. 


Washington,  Novmnher  23, 1883. 

otion  in  the  case  of  Le  More  affainst  the  United  States,  No.  211,  the  time 
ted  States  Counsel  for  filing  bneft  is  extended  to  the  12th  December,  and 
•r  claimants  to  reply  to  the  20th  December. 

ARINOS, 

A.  LEFAIYRE, 

A.  O.  ALDIS. 


ORDER  RELATIVE  TO  BRIEFS. 

Filed  DeoemJter  15, 1883. 

IE  &  Co. 

7.  >  No.  211. 

ED  States. 

ISO  the  time  for  the  United  States  Counsel  to  file  his  brief  is  extended  to 

Tf  the  19th  of  December. 

en  filed  the  case  will  be  considered  as  submitted  on  the  part  of  the  United 

ly  the  19th  December  then  the  claimant  is  to  have  ten  days — that  is,  till  the 

iber — to  file  his  closing  brief. 

r  brief  not  then  filed,  the  case  is  to  be  regarded  as  submitted  by  the  claimant* 

ARINOS, 
A.   LEFAIVRE, 
A.  O.  ALDIS. 
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ORDEB  RELATIVE  TO  FILING  BRIEFS. 
FiM  Deoember  19, 1883. 


VNo. 


Lb  Mors 

V.  >  No.  211. 

The  United  States.  , 

Washinoton,  December  19, 1883 

In  the  matter  of  the  comnmnioation  of  Mr.  Boatwell  j^ringhis  reaeons  for  not  h 
ing  fhrniahed  a  brief  in  the  case  of  Le  More  v.  The  Unittyd  States,  No.  211,  apont 
<lay,  according  to  onr  former  order^^ 

It  ie  crderedf  That  the  connsel  of  the  United  States  have  till  the  28th  day  of  Dm 
ber  to  file  his  brief  in  that  case,  and  the  counsel  for  claimant  may  haye  ten  days  tin 
after  for  filing  his  closing  brier. 

ARIN08. 
A.  O.  ALDU 

I  don't  see  in  the  oonmianication  made  to  ns  by  the  oonnsel  of  the  United  8ti 
(which  I  consider. in  Itself  as  irregular)  good  and  si^cient  reasons  for  negleetiiij 
obey  the  formal  and  reiterated  orders  of  the  Commission.  I  object  to  any  new  exi 
aion  of  time  to  be  accorded  to  the  counsel  of  the  United  States  as  sanctioning  the 
lation  of  our  rules  and  contraty  to  the  convention  of  1880. 

A.  LEFAIYBI 


NOTICE  OP  ORAL  ABOUMENT  BY  FBENCH  COUNSEL. 

FOed  December  99,1^8^ 


Lb  More 

V. 

The  United  States 
Fentenhedc 

V. 

The  United  States 


>  No.  211. 

>  No.  534. 


Please  enter  notice  of  oral  argument  on  behalf  of  claimant  Government  in  abo 
entitled  cases. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBBUN, 

Couneelfor  the  I^emek  BmM 
ALEX.  POBTEB  MOBSE, 

Aeeietant  Cemid 
Messrs.  Peddrick  and  BceufvA, 

Seoreiariee, 


MOTION  FOB  EXTENSION  OF  TIME  TO  FILE  BBIEF. 

Filed  January  5, 1884. 


<}.  A.  Le  More  A  Co. 

V. 

The  United  States 


>  No.  211. 


Washingtok,  Jamutrf  5, 18Bi 

Now  comes  the  counsel  for  the  United  States,  and  moves  this  honorable  ConuBis 
that  the  time  for  filing  a  brief  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Government  be  exteo 
until  the  negotiations  pending  between  the  two  Governments  relative  to  the  n 
drawal  of  the  said  case  shall  have  been  concluded. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Cwaeelfor  the  United  Stei 
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^-  A.  Lk  Mors  A  Co. 
L«B  Unitkd  States. 


STATEMENT  AS  TO  SUBMISSION. 
Filed  January  7, 1S64. 


>  No.  211. 


I  am  directed  by  the  French  Goyemment  to  state  that  it  ban  decided  that  the  case 
^-6.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  No.  21 1,  was  snbmitted  to  the  Commission  for  final  action,  and 
lat  it  is  opposed  to  any  fnnher  diplomatic  discnssion.  This  decision  was  reached  at 
date  subsequent  to  the  answer  made  by  the  French  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  to 
T»  Morton,  United  States  minister  at  Paris,  and  it  was  commnnicated  to  the  repr^ 
■QtatiTo  of  the  French  Government  at  Washington  on  the  29th  of  December,  iT 


Saturday,  Janwiry  5, 1884. 

The  counsel  for  the  United  States,  Mr.  George  S.  Bontwell,  presented  the  following 
option: 

.  A.  Lk  More  &,  Co. 

V.  >  No.  311. 

^vm  Unitsd  Statss. 

Kow  comes  the  counsel  for  the  United  States  and  moves  this  honorable  Commission 
i.at  the  time  for  filing  a  brief  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Goyemment  be  extended 
titil  the  negotiations  pending  between  the  two  Governments  relative  to  the  with- 
rawal  of  the  said  case  shall  mive  been  concluded. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Coufuelfar  the  United  Statee. 

Jnd^  Au>i8.  Mr.  Boutwell,  have  yon  anything  to  say  as  to  the  progress  of  the  ne« 
otiations  between  the  two  Governments  in  regard  to  this  case  f 

Mr.  Boutwklu  I  have  some  information  as  to  the  negotiations,  and  I  do  not  know 
tiat  there  is  any  objection  to  reading  the  letter  whion  contains  it.  I  have  here  a 
opy  of  a  letter  addiessed  hf  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Denaud,  the  charge  d'Af- 
^ires  of  the  French  Bepnblic. 

Mr.  LsFAiVRB.  What  date  is  that  letter  f 

Mr.  BuuTWXLL.  December  27,  1883.  To  this  letter  there  is  no  reply,  as  I  under- 
taod.  I  called  at  the  State  Department  this  morning,  and  I  was  informed  that  there 
v^u  nothing  in  reply.  The  letter  contains  an  armament  in  support  of  the  view  we 
•ook  of  this  ease,  and  I  suppose  I  may  as  well  read  it : 

Dbpartmbnt  of  Statb, 

WaekingUmf  December  27, 1883. 
Bon.  GsoROB  S.  Boutwbli^ 

Afemt  and  Counea  <m  ike  part  of  ike  United  Siatea, 

befere  the  iVencA  and  Amerieain  Claiwu  C<nnmieeion : 

8iK:  I  am  in  receipt  of  yonr  letter  of  the  21st  instant,  in  which  you  state  that  on 
^1^0 15th  instant  an  order  was  adopted  requiring  you  to  file  a  brief  in  the  case  of  G. 
^•Le  More  Sl  Co.  v.  The  United  States,  No.  211^  on  or  befpre  the  19th  of  December, 
^d  that  on  the  latter  date  you  were  given  until  the  28th  of  the  same  month  to  file 
■be  brief,  and  yon  dose  by  statfng  that  unless  you  receive  farther  and  different  in- 
actions you  will  assume  that  the  direction  given  in  my  letter  of  the  22d  November 
*  to  be  observed. 

That  letter  instructed  yon  as  to  the  Le  More  claim  that  pursuant  to  the  agreement 
^tween  the  two  Governments  in  accordance  with  which  the  Taylor  case  was  with* 
f^wn,  it  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  Commission  now  to  consider  this  claim,  as 
^plomatic  negotiations  between  the  two  Governments  are  still  pending,  and  that  if 

be  found  necessary  you  were  to  inform  the  Commission  of  this  &ct,  and  decline  to 
^>ceed  in  the  case  until  further  instructed. 
Those  instructions  are  now  repeated. 

•  *•••«• 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

FREI^K  T«  FREUKQK\IY^11^. 
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Dkpartmknt  of  State, 

WoBhingUm,  December  27, 1883. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  again  to  refer  to  the  claim  i>ending  before  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission,  in  regard  to  which  correspondence  has  taken  place  be- 
tween Mr.  Ontrey,  Mr.  Ronstan,  and  this  Department,  and  which  I  hold  to  fall  within 
the  principle  agreed  to  by  the  two  Governments  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  against 
the  Kepabllc  of  France,  pnrsnant  to  which  the  case  of  Taylor  and  others  were  witii- 
drawn  from  the  Commission  by  this  Government,  and  various  cases  against  the  United 
States  were  afterwards  withdrawn  by  the  agent  of  France. 

The  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  and  Company  v.  The  United  States,  No.  211  in  the  docket 
of  the  Commission,  is  founded  upon  the  following  facts: 

The  claimants  allege  that  they  owned  a  large  number  of  bales  of  cotton,  situated  in 
Louisiana,  which  were>  seized  by  the  fleet  under  Admiral  Porter  and  taken  to  Cairo. 
Thereafter  Jndicial  proceedings  were  begun  in  the  district  court  of  the  United  Statei, 
and  the  case  was  carried  on  appeal  to  its  ultimate  resort  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States,  the  decision  in  each  instance  being  adverse  to  tne  interests  of  the 
Messrs.  Le  More. 

While  the  proceeding  was  in  the  nature  of  an  action  in  rem,  it  is  a  well-known  fact, 
and  appears  in  the  records  of  this  Department  and  of  the  court,  that  the  claimants 
were  represented  by  counsel  at  every  stage.  While  the  case  was  still  pending  the 
representatives  of  the  French  Government  in  Washington  and  the  Idessrs.  Le  More 
directly  endeavored  to  obtain  a  cousif* oration  of  their  claim  by  this  Department. 
This  request  was  uniformly  declined,  and  it  was  held  that  the  claimants  should  fint 
exhaust  their  legal  remedies  before  appealing  to  diplomatic  action.  Alter  the  case 
had  been  decided  in  the  Supreme  Court  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  was  made  by  the 
claimants'  counsel  on  the  ground  of  an  alleged  error  in  the  record  prejudicial  to  the 
claimants'  righte,  which  motion  was  refused ;  and  a  subsequent  request  having  been 
made  to  this  Department  to  reconsider  the  case  diplomatically  on  the  ground  of  a 
failure  of  lustice  to  the  parties,  an  adverse  decision  was  rendered,  as  nothing  was 
found  in  the  proceedings  authorizing  a  recourse  to  the  Executive  branch  of  the  Qor- 
emment. 

This  claim,  therefore,  does  not  differ  in  principle  ftom  that  of  Taylor,  and,  in  fact, 
it  appears  even  more  clearly  to  have  been  finally  disposed  of  judicially  by  competent 
authority. 

The  claim  of  Mr.  Taylor  was  founded  upon  the  seizure  by  a  French  cruiser  of  pe- 
troleum owned  by  him  laden  upon  a  German  vessel  called  the  "  Magdalena,'*  and  ar. 
Outrey.  in  his  note  of  November  18,  1881,  says : 

''This  case  having  been  decided  in  France  by  the  prize  court,  and  afterwaidion 
appeal  by  the  Council  of  State,  the  agent  of  the  French  Government  before  the  Com- 
mission has  invoked  the  stipulation^  of  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  JfuiaarylS, 
1880,  requesting  the  agent  of  the  United  States  Government  to  withdraw  it  befbie 
action  in  the  case  is  taken  by  the  Commission.'' 

And  fhrther : 

**  In  investing  the  Commission  with  absolute  powers,  and  in  according  to  its  deeii* 
ions  a  character  of  finality  ftom  which  there  is  no  appeal,  the  two  Governments  in* 
tended  that  those  powers  should  be  exercised  only  within  the  rigorous  limits  fixedby. 
them,  and  they  have  never  dreamed  of  authorizing  the  commissioners  to  enlarge  their 
sphere  of  action  by  leaving  the  interpretation  of  the  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  them." 

And  again : 

''Now,  during  the  negotiation  of  the  convention  of  1880  it  was  well  understood 
that  neither  of  the  contracting  parties  would  consent  to  any  revision  of  the  decisions 
pronounced  within  its  territory  by  competent  authorities,  in  any  form  whatever.  In 
order  to  meet  such  a  case,  Article  ll  formally  and  explicitely  provides  that  the  Com- 
mission shall  not  decide  any  claim  that  either  Government  hais  already  caused  to  be 
settled  either  diplomatically,  judioialljf,  ar  oikermee,  by  competent  antJmritiee.  Accord* 
ing  to  our  view,  the  case  of  the  Magdalena  has  been  Judicially  settled,  since  it  hss 
been  passed  upon  by  two  bodies  invested  with  judicial  powers.  I  am  aware  that  dif- 
ferent doctrines  have  been  laid  down  with  regard  to  the  weight  to  be  attached  to  the 
decisions  of  prize  courts ;  it  does  not  seem  to  me,  however,  that  this  is  a  proper  time 
for  the  discussion  of  those  doctrines,  for  even  admitting  for  the  moment  tnat  the  esse 
of  the  Magdalena  is  not  to  be  considered  as  having  been  judicially  decided,  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  it  comes  under  the  head  of  those  which  have  been  otherwise  decided 
by  competent  authorities.'' 

On  the  17th  December,  1881,  Mr.  Blaine  wrote  to  Mr.  Outrey,  stating : 

*'Tbat  after  such  consideration  as  I  have  been  able  to  give  to  the  question,  I  have 
reached  the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  because  of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by  the 
competent  aathorities  of  Franco,  of  which  it  has  been  the  subject,  is  not  properly 
within  the  cognizance  of  the  Mixed  Commission  established  under  the  provisions  of 
the  "convention  of  the  15th  January,  1880,  between  the  two  Republics.''  And  he 
further  stated  that  the  a)i;eiit  and  qou.u«^1  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  would  he 
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1  to  withdraw  the  claim  of  Taylor,  and  that  in  taking  this  view  of  the  ques- 
(Mr.  Blaine)  was  *'inflaenced  Jn  no  small  measure  by  the  earnest  desire 
lis  Government  to  give  full  effect  to  the  spirit  no  less  than  to  the  letter 

article  of  the  convention,  and  by  thus  withholding  from  the  cognizance 
itemational  tribunal  any  claim  which  may  have  already  been  made  the  snb- 
iquiry  aud  determination  by  the  competent  authorities  of  France  avoid  any 
&r  making  the  competency  of  such  proceedings  the  subject  of  question  or 
That  tbe  French  Government,  animated  by  a  like  disposition,  will  pursue  a 
mrse  with  regard  to  any  claims  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
n  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  France  against  the  United  States,  which  shall  be 
have  already  been  inquired  into  and  decided  either  diplomatically,  Judici- 
therwise,  by  the  competent  authorities  of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  allow 
.  doubt." 

21st  I>ecember,  1881,  Mr.  Outrey  wrote  me  as  follows :  *'  I  need  not  add  that 
irt  we  shall  strictly  observe  the  case  arising,  the  legal  interpretation  given, 
il  consent,  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  ot  January  15,  1880.'' 
nt  to  the  agreement  thus  arrived  at,  several  cases  have  been  withdrawn.    But 
)  clise  of  Le  More  &  Co.  was  some  time  since  brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr. 

and  while  I  nnderstood  that  our  views  harmonized,  and  while  several  con- 
is  have  taken  place  with  regard  to  it,  it  appears  to  be  still  pending  before  the 
ion,  and  I  am  now  informed  that  that  body  purposes  to  force  it  to  trial,  not- 
ding  the  negotiations  which  have  taken  place  and  the  further  negotiations 
D  now  pending.  The  case  is  clearly  one  which  has  been  disposed  of  by  a  com- 
ibunal.  It  has  been,  decided  in  regular  gradation  by  the  inferiour  courts  of 
3d  States,  and  by  its  highest  court  of  final  resort.  This  is  not  denied ;  and 
tias  been  contended  in  conversation  that  the  Supreme  Court  had  not  Juris- 
f  the  case,  a  conclusive  answer  t6  this  assertion  is  found  in  the  fact  that  the 
it  was  made  before  the  Court,  and  the  Court  in  terms,  and  expressly,  decided 
id  Jurisdiction  over  the  case.  This  decision  cannot  but  be  regarded  as  final, 
0  quote  Mr.  Outrey's  words,  **  during  the  negotiation  of  the  Convention  of 
ras  well  understood  that  neither  of  the  contracting  parties  would  consent  to 
ion  of  decisions  pronounced  within  its  territory  by  competent  authorities  in 

whatever,"  and  as  tbe  case  of  Le  More  has  beeu  judicially  settled,  since  it 
passed  upon  bv  three  bodies  invested  with  Judicial  powers,  I  have  to  request 
agent  on  behalf  of  the  Republic  of  France,  before  the  French  and  American 
ion,  be  instructed  to  withdraw  this  claim  from  the  consideration  of  that  body, 
ised  to  accept,  sir,  the  renewed  assurances  of  my  highest  consideration. 

FRED'K  T.  FRELINGHUY8EN. 

>RACB  DBNAUT. 

VAivBS.  Permit  me  to  address  to  you  one  question.  You  read  to  us  a  letter 
ig  from  the  American  Government,  addressed  to  the  French  charg^  d'affaires, 
inicated  to  the  French  Govemmeut.  Are  yon  positive  that  no  answer  was 
the  French  Government  upon  that  subject — an  answer  which  would  close 
ission  f  Suppose  that  answer  was  made.  I  do  not  assert  anything  upon  that 
but  suppose  that  an  answer  has  been  made;  have  we  to  wait  till  that  an- 
ild  be  communicated  to  us  by  yourself  to  make  a  definitive  order  upon  that 
Suppose  an  answer  has  been  made,  then  the  negotiations  would  doubtless 
.  Are  yon  positive  now  that  negotiations  are  pending,  or  are  you  informed 
le  negotiations  are  closed  T  What  is  now,  to  your  knowledge,  the  state  of  the 
ons  T  Are  yon  positive  that  no  definitive  answer  was  given  by  the  French 
lent  t 

»nTWXLL.  I  cannot  say  that  I  am  positive.  I  can  say  this,  that  that  is  the  last 
iformation  I  have  concerning  the  negotiations.  I  can  say  also  that  I  saw  the 
i  Secretary  of  State  this  morning,  and  he  said  that  nothing  had  been  re- 

• 

iFAiVKS.  It  is  a  very  bad  situation  for  us  to  await  those  answers,  to  await 
omatic  correspondence  before  making  a  definitive  order. 
»nTWELL.  I  do  not  see  that  this  Commission  is  embarrassed  at  all.  I  beg  leave 
with  the  honorable  commissioner  of  France  as  to  any  embarrassment  in  this 
ion.  There  may  be  some  embarrassment  outside.  I  understand  that  very 
understand  its  origin,  and  I  understand  the  steps  by  which  it  is  developed, 
imission  has  already  before  it  a  large  amount  of  business  which  has  been 
d,  and  submitted  without  qualification  of  any  sort.  There  is  other  business 
ling.  Now,  here  is  a  question  pending  between  the  two  Governments. 
:fai VRS.  That  is  a  question. 

►CTWKLL.  Which  involves  the  entire  proceedings  of  this  Convention.  I  say 
Ds  the  entire  proceedings  of  this  Convention,  and,  therefore,  instead  of  this 
ion  being  embarrassed  for  want  of  an  opportunity  to  labor,  it  has  sufficient 
lity  to  labor  wi  th  the  business  before  it.  If  it  grasps  this  matter  prematurely, 
id  disastrondy  for  all  parties. 


f 
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If  I  am  fdlowed  to  give  any  advioe  or  to  express  any  opinion  it  is  clearly  to  this  effect 
that  the  Commission  shonld  delay  taking  a<^on.  If,  on  the  20th  day  of  March,  this 
oase  is  not  disposed  of,  there  will  then  be  ten  davs  for  action.  There  is  abandanoeof 
work  from  now  nntil  the  dOth  of  March  independent  of  this  single  case,  and,  therefon, 
I  am  Tery  free  to  say  that  it  is  not  a  wise  thing  for  the  Commission  to  take  ap  a  mat- 
ter which  is  not  pressing  on  them.  There  is  no  pressure  ezoept  what  is  made  by  mj 
friends  at  the  table  of  the  counsel  representing  the  claimants.  Nobody  else  is  preai- 
ing.  The  Commission  has  work  enough  without  this  case.  Why  is  there  each  u 
earnest  effort  to  grasp  this  nariioular  oase  t  I  will  say  that  I  will  obey  that  aathority 
which  is  supreme  as  lar  as  I  am  concerned,  an  authority  which  I  cannot  control  erea 
if  I  wished,  and  which  I  certainly  would  not  control  if  I  could.  Wh^  is  there  loeh 
an  effort  to  press  this  case  and  imperil  all  the  business  which  this  Commission  has  been 
constituted  to  accomplish  f 

Mr.  Lbfaivrs.  The  question  is,  is  the  negotiation  between  the  two  GoTerameoti 
ended  f 

Mr.  BouTWBLL.  I  will  say  this,  that  if  the  negotiations  were  ended  this  caae  would 
be  worse  off  than  it  is. 

Mr.  Janin.  That  sounds  like  a  threat,  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Mr.  BouTWBLL.  Call  it  what  you  please. 

Mr.  DB  Chambrun.  I  will  not  allow  any  one  to  say  a  word  right  here.  This  is  a  ques- 
tion between  me  and  the  counsel  for  the  United  States.  What  did  you  say,  Mr.  Boot- 
well,  before  you  were  interrupted  by  Mr.  Janin  f 

Mr.  BouTWSLL.  I  said  that  if  the  negotiations  were  ended  the  oase  would  he  worn 
than  it  is  now.  , 

The  Commission  then  took  the  motion  under  advisement. 


No.  84. 

Mr.  John  Davis  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyseft. 

French  and  American  Claims  CoMinssioNy 

1518  H  Street, 
Washingtonj  February  11, 18^. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  my  letter  of  the  25th  oltiiuoy  transmitting  a  list  of 
cases  of  French  claimants  on  file  before  this  Oommisaion,  which  it  is 
believed  fall  within  the  privileges  stated  by  Mr.  Oatreji  I  now  have  the 
honor  to  add  to  that  list  the  claim  of  Jules  Perrodin  (So.  90)  for  31 
bales  of  cotton  and  8  hogsheads  of  sugar,  said  to  have  been  taken  by 
United  States  authorities  from  claimant  in  Saint  Landry  Parish,  Loaisi- 
ana,  in  1864. 

It  appears  that  these  claims  were  submitted  to  the  United  States 
Court  of  Olaims  in  suit  No.  3546,  and  were  not  allowed  in  the  judgment 
rendered  in  said  suit. 
I  have,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
AuisUuU  CoimsA 


FRENCH  AND  AMERICAN  CLAIMS  COMMISSION. 
FiUd  January  27, 1881.-*  H^  F.  P.,  SMretary. 


Jules  Pbrrodin 
Ths  United  States 


VNo.  90. 


Theo.  H.  N.  MoPherson,  Attorney. 

MEMORIAL. 
To  the  honorable  Comwii$Honer» : 

1.  Jules  Perrodin  repreeents  that  he  is  a  resident  of  the  parish  of  Saint  Landiyt  in 
the  State  of  Louisiana;  that  his  post-offloe  address  is  Opelonsas,  in  tiie  pariah  sad 
State  aforesaid. 

2.  That  he  was  bom  on  the  2&thday  of  March,  A.  D.  18S0,  in  the  town  of  Taidi,  ] 
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Department  of  the  Jora,  France,  and  that  he  has  resided,  hetween  the  13th  of  April, 
1661,  and  the  20th  of  Angnst,  1866,  in  the  town  of  Opeiousae,  parish  of  Saint  Landry, 
and  State  of  Louisiana. 

3.  That  he  was  a  native  citizen  of  France  when  this  claim  accrued,  and  has  never 
been  naturalized,  or  taken  any  steps  to  be  naturalized,  in  any  other  country ;  that  he 
neyer  renounced,  surrendered,  forfeited,  or  impaired  his  allegiance,  nor  ever  sought 
to  impAir  his  allegiance  to  the  Government  of  France. 

4.  That  this  claim  has  never  been  presented  for  consideration  to  nor  disposed  of  by 
iny  tribunal  or  any  diplomatic.  Judicial,  or  other  authorfty  of  either  the  United  States 
or  France,  except  that  the  said  claim  was  referred  to  in  the  petition  filed  by  the  memo- 
rialist in  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  August  19, 1868,  for  cotton,  but  as  no  evi- 
dence was  taken  to  substantiate  said  claim  for  sugar  it  was  not  submitted  for  adjudica- 
tion in  said  court. 

5.  The  memorialist  states  that  in  the  month  of  March,  1864,  that  he  was  the  owner 
and  in  full  possession  of  the  following-described  property,  when  the  fourth  division 
of  the  Thirteenth  Army  Corps,  under  command  ol  Minor-Geueral  Banks,  invaded  that 
portion  of  the  isountry  where  the  memorialist  resided,  and  during  the  month  afore- 
said seized,  took  possession  of,  and  carried  off  the  said  property  m>m  the  plantation 
of  Offutt  Brothers,  near  Washington,  in  the  parish  and  State  aforesaid,  and  appropri- 
ated and  converted  the  same  to  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States. 

Item  to  wit:  (1)  Eight  hogsheads  of  sugar,  averaging  1,200  pounds  per  hogshead, 
worth  22  cents  per  pound,  or  the  sum  of  $^112. 

6.  The  memorialist  avers,  in  consideration  of  the  premises,  that  there  is  due  him  fW>m 
the  United  States  for  the  said  property  the  principal  sum  of  |2,112  in  standard  money 
of  the  United  States,  with  legal  interest  f!rom  AprU  1,  1864. 

7.  The  memorialist  was  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States  except 
when  he  was  conscripts  by  the  Confederate  enrollins-officer  for  the  parish  of  Saint 
Landry,  Louisiana,  and  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth  Regiment  Louisiana  Volunteers, 
G.  S.  A.,  upon  which  enrollment  he  took  out  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  before  the  court 
of  the  eighth  Judicial  district  of  Louisiana,  alleging^  that  he  was  a  French  subject,  and 
therefore  not  liable  t-o  the  operation  of  the  conscript  law  of  the  Confederate  States ; 
and  on  hearing,  the  court  oixlered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  the  memorialist  be  re- 
leased and  discnarged  as  a  conscript  in  the  said  Confederate  army,  on  the  27th  day  of 
January,  A.  D.  1864;  whereupon  he  was  discharged  the  service  of  the  Confederate 
States  in  pursuance  of  the  said  iudgment  of  said  district  court,  June  18,  1864,  by  com- 
mand of  General  £.  Kirby  Smith,  of  the  Confederate  arra^. 

4b  The  memorialist  states  that  he  did  not  voluntarilv  give  aid  or  comfort  to  the  said 
enemies  of  the  United  States  between  the  13th  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  of  August, 
1866. 

9.  That  no  assignment  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  this  memorial,  or  any  part  thereof, 
or  any  interest  therein,  has  been  made. 

10.  That  for  the  purposes  of  prosecuting  and  recovering  this  claim  the  memorialist 
has  appointed  and  hereby  does  appoint  Theodore  H.  N.  McPherson,  of  Washington, 
B.  C,  to  be  his  attorney  in  fact  and  of  record,  with  full  power  to  those  ends  of  prose- 
cution and  substitution  and  recovery ;  also  to  receive  any  draft  or  warrant  that  shall 
be  issued  to  him  for  said  claim,  and  in  consideration  of  services  rendered  and  to  be 
rendered,  this  power  and  appointment  are  declared  irrevocable. 

JULES  PERRODIN. 

Parish  of  Saint  LAin>RT, 

State  of  LauiiiafM : 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  the  undersigned,  a  clerk  of  the  court  in  and  for  the 
ptfish  and  State  aforesaid,  Jules  Perrodin,  who  is  personally  known  to  me  to  be  the 
party  who  subscribed  to  the  foregoing  memorial  and  power  of  attorney,  and  beine 
dolv  sworn,  deposes  and  savs  that  he  is  the  party  therein  named;  that  he  has  read 
Bsid  memorial,  and  knows  tne  facts  therein  stated  to  be  true  of  his  own  knowledge, 
except  those  which  are  stated  on  information  and  belief,  and  that  he  believes  them 
to  be  true ;  and  he  acknowledges  this  the  above  power  of  attorney  to  be  his  act  and 
deed  for  the  purpose  therein  named. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  17th  day  of  January,  1881. 

[8BAL.]  JAMES  6.  CHACHERfi, 

Clerk  Thirteenth  Judicial  District  Court,  Saint  Landry,  La. 
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OBJECTIONS  TO  THE  MEMORIAL. 
FUed  February  21,  1881.— IF.  F.  F.  dt  L,  JD.,  Sect. 


JVUSa  PSBBODIN 

The  United  States 


[no.  90. 


And  now  the  oonnseL  for  the  United  States  otj®^^  ^  ^^  sniBciency  of  the  memorial 
filed  herein,  in  that  the  memorialist  does  not  state  whether  the  claimant  or  any  other 
person  entitled  to  the  amount  claimed,  or  any  part  thereof,  has  ever  reoeived  any,  uid, 
If  any,  what  sum  of  money  for  the  daim,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  if  so,  when  and  £rom 
whom  the  same  was  received — 
As  is  by  the  roles  of  this  honorable  Commission  required.  ^ 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Qmnsdfor  the  United  Slata. 

Dated  Washington,  February  21,  1881. 
(Objections  withdrawn.} 


NOTICE  TO  TAKE  TESTIMONY. 
FUed  February  23, 1881.— TT.  F,  F.  A  L,  i.,  Sees, 


Jules  PEBBODnsr 

«8.  VKo.  90. 

The  United  States. 


J 


To  Washington  F.  Peddbick,  Esq., 

Seeritary: 

Sib:  Please  inform  the  United  States  agent  that  on  the  24th  day  of  March,  1880,  al 
12  o'clock  m.,  before  Judge  John  E.  King,  special  commissioner  of  this  honorable  GtRn- 
mission,  at  his  office  in  C^lonsas,  Saint  Landry  Parish,  Louisiana,  we  will  proceed  to 
take  testimony  in  the  aboTe-entitled  case  on  questions  of  alienage,  neutrality,  and  own- 
ership and  seizure  of  property  of  the  claimant,  and  continue  &e  examination  of  wit- 
nesses in  this  case  from  day  to  day  until  the  testimony  is  complete. 

A.  LANEN, 
Age/nt  of  French  BcpMc 

Notice  accepted.  

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Qmnedfor  the  OmtedSUOA 

AMENDED  MEMORIAL. 
FOed  March  24, 1881.— IT.  F.  P.  it  L.  L.,  Seee, 


Jules  Pebbodik 
The  United  States 


[  No.  90. 


lb  the  honorable  Commimoners : 

1.  Jules  Perrodin  represents  that  he  is  a  resident  of  the  parish  of  Saint  Landiy,  io  the 
State  of  Louisiana.  That  his  post-office  address  is  Opelousas,  in  titie  parish  and  Ststs 
aforesaid. 

2.  That  he  was  bom  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  1820,  in  the  town  of  Tarda,  Deptft- 
-  ment  of  the  Jura,  France,  and  that  he  has  resided  between  the  13th  of  April,  1861,  ao^ 

the  20th  of  August,  1866,  in  the  town  of  Opelousas,  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  uid  State 
of  Louisiana. 

3.  That  he  was  a  native  citizen  of  France  when  this  daim  accrued,  and  has  never  been 
naturalized,  or  taken  any  steps  to  be  naturalized,  in  any  other  countjy.  That  he  noTor 
xenounoed,  surrendered,  or  impaired  his  allegiance  to  the  Goyemment  of  France. 
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4.  That  this  daim  has  never  been  presented  for  consideration  to  nor  disposed  of  bj  any 
libnnal,  or  any  diplomatic,  judicial,  or  other  authority  of  either  the  United  States  or 
*Vance,  except  that  part  of  it  was  included  in  the  petition  No.  3546,  filed  by  the  me- 
oorialist  in  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  August  19, 1868.  But  as  no  evidence 
ras  sabmitted  to  the  said  court  to  establish  this  claim  for  sugar  and  cotton,  the  said 
hat  of  Claims  did  not  include  the  same  in  the  judgment  given  in  favor  of  the  memo- 
ialiat  {^inst  the  United  States  for  336  bales  of  cotton. 

5.  The  memorialist  states  that  in  the  month  of  May,  1863,  he  was  the  owner  and  in 
oasession  of  the  following-described  property  when  Thomas  £.  Chickering,  military 
OTerDor  of  the  parish  of  &int  Landry  and  colonel  Forty-first  Regiment  Massachusetts 
blnnteer  Infantry,  of  the  army  of  General  Banks,  invaded  that  portion  of  the  country 
here  the  memorialist  resided,  and  during  the  month  of  May  aforesaid  seized,  took  posses- 
Du  of,  and  carried  o£f  firom  the  plantation  of  Hypolite  A.  Guidry,  at  Plaqueraine  Brulie, 
td  the  plantation  of  Widow  Baptiste  Malneaux,  in  the  parish  and  State  aforesaid,  and 
pTopriated  and  converted  the  same  to  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States,  to  wit: 
\  Seven  bales  of  cotton  (3,150  pounds),  worth  $1  per  pound,  or  the  sum  of  $3,150;  (2) 
e  hale  of  cotton  (450  pounds),  worth  $1  per  pound,  or  the  sum  of  $450. 

S.  The  memorialiBt  further  states  that  in  the  months  of  October  and  November,  1863, 
was  the  owner  and  in  possession  of  the  following-described  property,  when  the  Thir- 
inth  and  Nineteenth  Army  Corps,  under  the  command  of  Generals  Grover  and  McGin- 
SB,  army  of  Mi^'or-General  Banks,  invaded  that  portion  of  the  country  where  the 
smorialist  resided,  and  during  the  months  of  October  and  November  aforesaid  seized, 
>k  possession  of,  and  carried  off  from  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  situate  on 
xrancrow  Bayou,  in  the  parish  and  State  aforesaid,  and  appropriated  and  converted 
B  same  to  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  United  States,  to  wit:  (3)  Twenty-three  bales  of 
tton  (10,350  pounds),  worth  $1  per  pound,  or  the  sum  of  $10,350. 
7.  The  memorialist  states  that  in  the  month  of  March,  1864,  he  was  the  owner  and  in 
U  possession  of  the  following-described  property,  when  the  fourth  division  of  the  Thir- 
mth  Army  Corps,  under  command  of  M^or-General  Banks,  invaded,  that  portion  of 
e  country  where  the  memorialist  resided,  and  during  the  month  of  March  aforesaid 
ized,  took  possession  of,  and  carried  off  from  the  plantation  of  Offatt  Brothers,  near 
ashington,  in  the  {larish  and  State  aforesaid,  and  appropriated  and  converted  the  same 
the  use  and  benefit  of 'the  United  States,  to  wit:  (4)  Eight  hogsheads  of  sugar,  av- 
i^ing  1,200  poands  jier  hogshead,  worth  212  cents  per  pound,  or  the  sum  of  $2,112. 
8:  The  memorialist  avers  in  consideration  of  the  premises  that  there  is  due  him  firom 
e  United  States  for  the  said  property  the  principal  sum  of  $16,062  in  standard  money 
the  United  States,  with  leg^  interest  fh)m  May  1,  1863,  on  the  sum  of  $3,600^  with 
sal  interest  fh>m  October  1,  1863,  on  the  sum  of  $10,350;  and  with  legal  interest  from 
pril  1,  1864,  on  the  sum  of  $2,112. 

9.  The  memorialist  was  not  in  the  service  of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States,  except 
hen  he  was  conscripted  by  the  Confederate  enrolling  officer  for  the  pioish  of  Saint 
tmdry,  Louisiana,  and  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth  Regiment  Louisiana  Volunteers, 

.  S.  A.,  upon  which  enrollment  he  took  out  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  before  the  court  of 
le  eighth  judicial  district  of  Louisiana,  alleging  that  he  was  a  French  subject  and 
lerefore  not  liable  to  the  operation  of  the  conscript  law  of  the  Confederate  States;  and 
1  hearing,  the  court  ordex^,  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  the  memorialist  be  released 
nd  discharged  as  a  conscript  in  the  said  Confederate  army  on  the  27th  day  of  January, 
'  D.  1864,  whereupon  he  was  discharged  the  service  of  the  Confederate  States  in  pnrsu- 
noe  of  the  said  judgment  of  said  district  court,  June  18,  1864,  by  command  of  Genend 
^  Kirby  Smith,  of  the  Confederate  army. 

10.  The  memorialist  states  that  he  did  not  voluntarily  give  aid  or  comfort  to  the  said 
lemies  of  the  United  States  between  the  13th  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  of  August, 
«6. 

U.  That  no  assignment  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  this  memorial,  onany  part  thereof  or 
>7  interest  therein,  has  been  made. 

12.  That  neither  the  memorialist  nor  any  other  person  has  received  the  amount 
^ed,  or  any  part  thereof. 

13.  That  for  the  purpose  of  recovering  and  prosecuting  this  claim  the  memorialist  has 
pointed,  and  hereby  does  appoint,  Theodore  H.  N.  McPherson,  of  Washington,  D.  C, 
be  his  attorney  in  fact  and  of  record,  with  full  power  to  those  ends  of  prosecution  and 
bstitution  and  recovery,  also  to  receive  any  draft  or  warrant  that  shall  be  issued  to 
H  for  said  daim,  and  in  consideration  of  services  rendered  and  to  be  rendered  this 
Wer  and  appointment  are  declared  irrevocable. 

JULES  PERRODIN. 
H.  Ex.  235 31 
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Parish  of  Saint  Landry, 

St4tte  of  LouisiajM : 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  the  anderaigDed,  a  clerk  of  the  court  in  and  for  tbe 
g[>arish  and  State  aforesaid,  Jules  Perrodin,  who  is  personallj  known  to  me  to  be  tJie 
{>arty  who  subscribed  to  the  foregoing  memorial  and  power  of  attorney,  and  being  dnlj 
:9wom,  deposes  and  says  that  he  is  the  party  therein  named;  that  he  has  read  sud  m^ 
modal  and  knows  the  fiicts  therein  stated  to  be  true  of  bis  own  knowledge,  except  those 
which  are  stated  on  information  and  belief,  and  that  he  believes  them  to  be  tnie;  and  be 
;acknowledges  this  the  above  power  of  attorney  to  be  his  act  and  deed  for  the  poipon 
therein  named. 

JULES  PERRODK. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  15th  day  of  March,  1881. 

[SKAL.]  JAMES  O.  CHACHERE, 

Clerk  Thirteenth  Judicial  District  Court,  Saint  Landry,  Lmrimi. 


Objections  heretofore  filed  withdrawn. 
March  28,  1881. 


GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Counaa  for  the  United  StateL 


DEPOSITIONS. 

Filed  May  16,  1881.— IT.  F,  P.  <fe  L.  L.,  8ee9, 

Washington,  AprU  30, 188L 

liBMONT  DUPRE,  Esq., 

OpelousaSt  La.: 
Sir:  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  McPherson,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  in  the  case  of  Jala 
Perrodin,  No.  90,  that  depositions  were  taken  before  you  in  that  caae  without  the  oidi- 
-nary  commission  authorizing  you  to  act. 

You  will  please  forward  the  depositions  so  taken  to  this  office,  the  undentandiDg  be 
ing  that,  by  stipulation,  they  are  to  be  used  in  this  instance  as  though  taken  under  com- 
amission. 

Yours,  respectfully,  

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Omtntd^dtf. 

United  States  of  America,  State  of  Louisiana,  parish  of  Saint  Landry. 


.} 


Jules  Perrodin 

v8.  )•  No.  90. 

The  United  States 

Be  it  known  that  I,  Laurent  Dupre,  a  notary  public,  duly  qualified  and  comminooed 
in  fmd  for  said  parish  and  State,  by  special  agreement  between  Ferreal  F.  Perrodin,  esq-t 
counsel  for  claimant  in  above-entitled  cause,  and  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  esq. ,  ooaDsel  n^ 
senting  the  United  States  Government,  proceeded,  on  the  14th,  15th,  and  16thda}iof 
April,  A.  D.  1881,  at  my  office  in  Opelousas,  La.,  to  take  the  testimony  of  witnesses  fiif 
claimant  in  the  above-entitled  cause.  The  said  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  esq.,  appearing ac 
counsel  for  the  United  States,  and  said  Ferreal  F.  Perrodin  appearing  as  counsel  fix  tbe 
claimant. 

On  said  14th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881, 1  proceeded  to  examine  the  following  witnesM, 
viz:  Paul  Hebert,  Louis  Malveaux,  Alexis  Guidry,  Antoinette  Thiebeant,  widow  of  W, 
A.  Gibson,  deceased,  and  Onezime  L.  Guidry.  On  said  15th  day  of  April,  A.  B.  1881 
I  proceeded  to  examine  the  foUovring-named  witnesses,  to  wit:  Henry  L.  Garland  tfd 
Mrs.  Constance  Guidry,  widow,  and  on  said  16th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881, 1  proceeded 
to  examine  the  vritne^es  Valentine  D.  Breaux,  Jules  Perrodin,  the  claimant,  and  Joseph 
Block,  all  of  said  witnesses  being  called  by  claimant,  as  aforesaid. 

I  fHirther  certify  that  before  proceeding  to  their  examination,  as  aforesaid,  evh  of 
rabove-named  vdtneases  was  duly  sworn;  that  in  the  examination  of  each  of  nidwit^ 
fiesses  the  answers  were  taken  down  in  his  or  her  presence;  that  the  same  was  md  orct 
to  and  subscribed  by  each  witness  respectively. 

In  faith  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  affixed  my  official  seftl  i^ 
Opelousas.  La.,  this  16th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1881. 

[seal.  ]  LAURENT  DUPRE, 

y<itary  Public  and  Special  Comwtimmer. 
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)n  of  Paul  Hebbbt  for  daimant,  taken  at  Opeloosas,  La.,  on  the  14th  of 
April,  1881,  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs,  the  United  States,  No.  90. 

^eral  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  jour  name,  your  occu 
onr  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
ou  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Paul  Hebert;  my  occupation 
f  a  planter;  I  am  forty-eight  years  of  age;  I  live  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry 
'.  always  lived  there.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is 
«t  of  inquiry,  and  am  in  no  way  related  to  the  claimant, 
interrogated  by  Febbbal  F.  Pebbodin,  counsel  for  claimant,  the  witness  says: 
b^inning  of  the  year  1862  I  sold  to  claimant  four  bales  of  cotton,  and  delivered 
on  at  Hy polite  A.  Guidey's  gin. 

examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq.,  counsel  representing  United  States  Gov- 
says: 

said  cotton  to  claimant  for  10  cents  per  pound.     I  was  paid  partly  in  goods  and 
money  for  said  cotton. 

oney  paid  me  was  Confederate  money.  I  am'  positive  that  every  bale  weighed 
'  hundred  pounds.    This  cotton  was  raised  by  me. 

[  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter 
x>  the  claim  in  question? — A.  I  do  not. 

his 

PAUL  -f  HEBERT. 
mark. 

5NT  DUPBK, 

Ttary  Public  and  Special  Commismoner. 

m  of  Louis  Malveau,  for  claimant^  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  14th  day 
rU,  A.  D.  1881,  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  v».  The  United  States,  No.  90. 

^eial  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occu- 
onr  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  any  interest, 
indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
pu  are  related  to  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Louis  Malveaux;  my  occupation 
'a  planter;  lam  about  sixty  years  of  age;  I  have  always  lived  in  Saint  I^ndry 
x>uisiana;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sub- 
quiry;  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness*  says: 

one  bale  of  cotton  to  claimant.     I  do  not  recollect  exactly  at  what  time,  but  it 

)  time  during  the  last  war.    The  cotton  was  sold  before  the  Federal  troops  came 

Irish — by  me  to  claimant.     I  do  not  recollect  precisely  the  weight  of  said  bale 

,  but  am  certain  it  was  over  four  hundred  pounds. 

tton  was  ginned  and  baled  at  the  gin  of  Mr.  Gradenizo;  said  bale  of  cotton  was 

r  the  Federal  troops  in  my  presence.    They  neither  gave  a  receipt  or  paid  for 

)n. 

ixamined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq.,  counsel  representing  the  United  States 
lent,  witness  says: 

free  man  of  color  before  the  war.     I  don't  recollect  the  price  i>aid  for  saidootton, 
30  long  ago;  but  I  know  I  was  paid  for  it.     I  can  not  remember  whether  I  was 
»id  cotton  before  or  after  the  taking  of  the  same, 
ale  of  cotton  was  at  my  mother's  residence,  Theolliste  Esprit, 
there  said  cotton  was  taken,  together  with  other  cotton. 
10  other  cotton  there,  save  the  ^e  sold  to  claimant. 
!it  recollect  whether  said  bale  was  marked. 

were  a  great  many  soldiers  present  when  said  cotton  was  taken,  and,  being 
^  Mghtened,  I  could  not  say  whether  there  officers  present  or  not. 
;  recollect  whether  or  not.     I  notified  claimant  his  cotton  had  been  taken  by  the 
This  cotton  was  grown  by  me. 

LOUIS  MALVEAUX. 

INT  DUPBE, 

Tiarjf  Public,  Special  Commisaioner, 
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I>epodition  of  Alexis  Guidby,  taken  for  claimant  in  the  case  of  Jnles  Perrodin  ra.The 
United  States,  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  14th  April,  1881. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  your  ooca- 
patdon,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence,  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  are  you  related  U> 
claimant  ? — ^A.  My  name  is  Alexis  Guidry.  I  am  a  planter  by  occupation.  I  am  twenty- 
eight  years  of  age  or  thereabout.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry.     I  am  in  no  way  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Febreal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witne» 
Says: 

During  the  late  civil  war  I  was  residing  on  the  plantation  of  Hypolite  A.  Guidry,  io 
the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana. 

I  know  that  claimant,  Jules  Perrodin,  had  some  cotton  on  said  place.  Paul  Hebert 
had  some  cotton  on  said  place.     Said  Hebert  had  four  bales  there. 

These  four  bales  of  cotton  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops.  I  was  present  when  it 
was  taken.     Paul  Hebert  himself  told  me  he  had  sold  this  cotton  to  Jules  Perrodin. 

(Objected  to  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States  Government, as 
hearsay. ) 

It  was  afler  the  Federal  troops  had  taken  this  cotton  that  Hebert  told  me  so. 

I  am  positive  when  I  say  that  the  Federal  troops  took  the  four  bales  of  cotton  that 
had  been  lefl  at  said  gin  by  Paul  Hebert. 

This  happened  on  the  same  day  that  Onezime  L.  Guidry  was  present,  and  his  hone 
was  taken  ^i^ay  from  him.  The  Federals  also  used  some  horses  and  wagons  to  take 
away  said  cotton  from  the  plantation  of  said  Hyp.  Guidry. 

I  correct  myself  by  saying  oxen  instead  of  horses. 

The  Federal  troops  took  all  the  cotton  from  said  place  which  waa  there.  I  beliere 
there  were  thirty  or  more  bales,  but  not  less  than  thirty. 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suttok,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  Government,  witness 
says: 

Can't  say  the  average  weight  of  said  cotton  per  bale.  I  know  there  was  one  offieei 
among  the  Federal  troops  who  took  said  cotton.  Can't  say — that  is,  I  know  there  was 
no  receipt  given  for  said  cotton,  or  money  paid  therefor.  The  cotton  was  marked  gen- 
erally with  the  owner's  initials.  I  was  then  about  thirteen  years  of  age.  Said  Hyp. 
A.  Guidry 's  plantation  is  about  eleven  or  twelve  miles  from  Opelonsas. 

hia 

ALEXIS  X  GUIDRY. 

mark 

Laubent  Dupbb, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Commissioner, 

Deposition  of  Antoinette  Thiebault,  widow  of  W.  A.  Gibson,  taken  for  claimant  ii 
the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States,  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  14th  April 
A.  D.  1881. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  yodr  oocn- 
pation,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  in- 
direct, in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  you  are  related 
to  the  claimant? — A.  My  name  is  Antoinette  Thiebault;  I  am  the  widow  of  W.  A.  Gib- 
son, deceased;  I  am  forty-one  years  of  age;  I  am  now  living  in  this  parish,  imdhaTe 
lived  here  for  nineteen  years.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which 
is  the  subject  of  inquiry.     I  am  not  in  any  way  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  witness  says: 

I  lived  during  the  war,  and  especially  during  the  year  1864,  upon  the  plantation  of 
Ofititt  Brothers,  near  Washington,  parish  of  ^int  Landry,  La.  My  husband,  Mr.  W. 
A.  Gibson,  was  in  charge  of  said  plantation  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Offntt,  before  leaving  said  plantation,  sold  some  hogsheads  of  sugar  to  Mr.  Jnl^^- 
Perrodin,  who  placed  said  sugar  in  the  custody  of  my  husband,  and  it  remained  locked 
in  the  sugar-house  of  Offntt  Brothers  until  the  advent  of  the  Federal  troops,  some  tim^ 
in  the  year  1864,  when  said  sngar-honse  was  burst  open  by  the  Federal  troops,  and  all 
the  sugar  in  said  sugar-house  was  taken  away;  what  could  not  be  taken  away  was  de- 
stroyed. 

All  that  could  be  taken  or  carried  away  was  taken  or  carried. 

I  recognize  to-day  here  present,  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin,  as  the  gentleman  who  purchased 
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r  from  Offatt  Brother?,  and  who  is  the  claimant  in  this  case,  and  the  gentleman 

ed  said  sugar  in  the  custody  of  my  husband,  as  aforesaid. 

deial  troops  did  not  paj  for  said  sugar  or  give  any  receipts  therefor. 

nterroKated  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq.,  representing  the  Government  of  the 
bates,  witness  says: 

'  that  the  said  sugar  was  sold  to  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin,  because  Mr.  William  Ofilitt, 
Brothers,  told  me  he  had  sold  said  sugar  to  M^.  Jules  Perrodin,  and  left  it  there 
of  my  husband  for  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin. 

igar  was  taken  and  destroyed  while  the  Federal  army  was  advancing.  When  I 
b  Mr.  Offutt  sold  said  sugar  before  leaving  the  place,  I  mean  that  he  sold  the 
>re  leaving  here  for  Natchitoches,  in  this  State.  Said  sugar  was  sold  by  Ofliitt 
to  Mr.  Perrodin  about  a  year,  as  far  as  I  can  remember,  before  it  was  taken, 
r  sold  to  Mr.  Perrodin  was  all  the  sugar  thero  was  in  the  sugar-house, 
ay  whether  the  sugar  was  marked  or  not.  I  know  it  was  put  up  in  hogsheads. 
1  soldiers  in  the  act  of  taking  away  the  said  sugar.  The  soldiers  carried  away 
'  as  best  they  could.  Some  put  it  in  buckets,  some  put  it  in  their  coats,  and 
ed  their  shirts  to  carry  the  same  away. 

» sugar  carried  off  except  in  the  manner  I  have  described.  No  officers  w^ere  pres- 
I  said  sugar  was  carried  away  by  the  Federal  troops  or  destroyed.  Upon  reflec- 
ent  to  see  an  officer  upon  the  a^oining  place  of  Mr.'Ofl^itt  for  protection,  as  my 
»erty  was  being  destroyed  or  carried  away,  and  upon  my  complaint  to  him  said 
ited  that  the  Federal  soldiers  were  unruly  and  uncontrollable.  Said  officer  was 
Neither  myself  nor  my  husband  notified  the  Federal  troops  that  said  sugar 
to  Mr.  Perrodin,  but  we  asked  them  not  to  destroy  it. 

b  time  I  obtained  25  cents  in  silver  per  pound  for  sugar.  I  don't  know  whether 
ler  pound  was  the  regular  price  for  sugar  at  that  time,  but  I  know  it  was  what 
d  for  it  in  the  neighborhood. 

t-examined  in  chief  by  Ferbeal  F.  Perbodin,  counsel  for  claimant: 

iresent  when  Colonel  Offutt,  of  Offut  Brothers,  left  sugar  in  charge  of  my  hus* 
Mr.  Jules  Perrodin,  and  was  also  present  when  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  came  upon 
ation  of  Offutt  Brothers,  to  see  about  the  sugar  so  purchased,  which  he  left  in 
'my  husband. 

ANTOINETTE  ,THIEBEAUT. 
:nt  Dupre, 
4ary  Public  and  Special  Commimaner. 

n  of  Onezime  L.  Guidry,  taken  for  claimant  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  V8, 
The  United  States,  at  Opelousas,  on  14th  April,  1881. 

eneral  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occu- 
our  age,  your  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  in- 
the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  you  are  relate^ 
nt. — A.  My  name  is  Onezime  L.  Guidry.  My  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter, 
snty-two  years  of  age.  I  am  now  living,  and  have  always  lived,  in  the  parish 
Landry.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sub- 
quirj.    Am  in  no  way  related  to  the  claimant. 

uterrogated  by  Ferbeal  F.  PebrodIn,  Esq., counsel  for  the  claimant,  witness 

ell  acquainted  with  Alexis  Guidry  and  Modesto  Guidry,  and  know  that  during 

>etween  the  United  States  and  the  Confederate  States  said  parties  lived  on  the 

n  of  Hyppolite  A.  Guidry,  in  this  parish  of  Saint  Landry. 

present  when  the  Federal  troops  came,  during  the  war,  with  wagons,  to  the 

n  of  Hyppolite  A.  Guidry's  and  took  away  from  his  gin-house  all  the  cotton 

thero.    This  cotton  belong[ed]  to  divers  parties;  among  others,  Jules  Perrodin, 

lant.    ' 

lies  Perrodin  had  seven  bales  of  cotton  on  said  Hyp.  A.  Guidry 's  place. 

f  this  cotton  claimant  had  bought  of  Paul  Hebert,  Valentine  D.  Breaox,  and 

!iom  I  don't  remember. 

ollection  of  the  taking  away  of  this  cotton  is  very  clear.     My  own  horse  was 

ay  from  me  and  I  was  sent  home  on  foot.     Some  of  the  Federal  soldiers  wore 

lettes  of  officers. 

ixamined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  counsel  representing  the  United  States  Govem- 
tness  says: 

r  that  claimant,  Jules  Perrodin,  had  cotton  at  the  gin-house  of  said  Hyp.  A. 
,  because  Mrs.  Guidry  told  me  so,  her  husband  \>e\nj|^  l\i«n  «\)^^\i\». 
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I  knew  Mr.  Jules  Pern^din,  the  claimant,  very  well  during  the  war,  and  had  oocasioi 
to  see  him  very  frequently. 

I  was  employed  by  claimant,  said  Perrodin,  to  haul  cotton  from  aaid  gin-house  to  sajd 
Perrodin's  store  in  Opelouscus. 

To  my  knowledge  said  Jules  Perrodin  gave  no  aid  or  comfort  to  the  Confederates  dtu*. 
ing  the  war. 

Said  cotton  was  taken  away  by  the  Federal  troops  in  the  year  1863.     I  don't  knoir 
the  price  of  cotton  at  that  time. 

ONEZIME  L.  GUIDRY. 

Laurent  Dupbk, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Commissioner. 

Deposition  of  Henry  L.  Garland,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  15th  April,  1881,  in  the 
case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States,  in  behalf  of  claimant. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occd- 
pation,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  in- 
direct, in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  you  are  relAt«d 
to  claimant? — A.  My  name  is  Henry  L.  Oarland;  my  occupation  is  that  of  attoniejat 
law;  I  am  fifty-six  years  of  age,  and  reside  near  the  town  of  Opelousas,  La.,  and  faaTe 
always  lived  there.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  thesnb- 
ject  of  inquiry. 

I  am  a  cousin  to  claimant  by  affinity  or  marriage. 

Being  interrogated  by  Ferbeal  F.  Perrodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant, witoeas 
Bays: 

I  have  known  claimant,  Jules  Perrodin,  .ever  since  he  has  been  in  this  country,  some 
thirty  or  forty  years.     He  has  lived  continuously  in  the  town  of  0|>eloufiaB,  La.,  upwards    , 
of  twenty  years. 

I  know  that  Jules  Perrodin  did  not  take  up  arms  in  the  conflict  between  the  United 
States  and  the  late  Confederate  States,  nor  took  any  part  therein;  but  on  the  oohtrarr  I  ^ 
know  tihat  he  resisted  the  conscription  law  of  the  late  Confederate  States,  claiming  his  ] 
right  as  a  French  subject  to  remain  neutral,  and,  as  he  stated,  in  obedience  to  theordes 
of  his  government.  I  represented  him  as  his  attorney  in  a  habeas  corpus  case,  now  oir  ' 
file  in  the  records  of  Saint  Landry  Parish,  to  prevent  his  conscription.  I  know  the  fox-  \ 
ther  fact  that  said  Jules  Perrodin  was  neither  in  the  Confederate  or  United  States  Army,  ' 
but  that  he  remained  neutral.     I  know,  also,  that  he  was  never  naturalized.  j 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq. ,  counsel  for  the  Oovemment,  witness  says: 

To  my  knowledge  I  can^t  say  that  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  gave  any  aid  or  comfort  dniiog 
the  late  civil  war  to  the  enemies  of  the  United  States. 

HENRY  L.  GARLAND. 
Laubent  Dupre, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Commissioner, 

Deposition  of  Mrs.  Constance  Guidby,  widow  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  deceased,  taken  rt 
Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  15th  April,  1881,  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  tw.  The  United 
States. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occo-  | 
pation,  your  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  j 
claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claiiD' 
ant. — A.  My  name,  Constance  Guidry,  widow  of  Thelismar  Guidry;  I  was  bom  in  the 
parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana,  and  have  always  lived  there.  I  have  no  intere^ 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry.  I  am  in  no  way  related 
to  Jules  Perrodin,  claimant.     I  am  forty-seven  years  of  age. 

Being  interrogated  by  Mr.  Febreal  F.  Pebbodin,  counsel  for  claimant, witness  safS- 

During  the  late  civil  war  I  resided  on  my  plantation  on  the  banks  of  the  Bayon  Ca^' 
ecro,  in  this  parish. 
I  know  that  during  the  years  1862  or  1863  my  husband  sold  some  cotton  to  Jol^ 

Perrodin. 

This  cotton  sold  by  my  husband  to  Perrodin,  which  was  all  the  cotton  he  had,  wtf  ^ 
the  seed,  and  unginned,  and  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  and  estimation  would  make, 
when  ginned,  about  forty-five  bales.  In  the  year  1863,  in  the  month  of  October,  the 
Federal  troops,  about  40,000  in  number,  camped  near  my  plantation.  On  the  7th  day 
of  November  of  said  year  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbeux  was  fought. 

The  Federal  army  took  ^poaaeasvoTioC  my  bouae  and  premises,  and  converted  the  same 
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for  the  sick  and  wounded  and  disabled  into  a  hospital,  and,  they  nsed  Mr.  Perrodln's 
cotton  aforesaid  to  make  mattresses  for  their  sick  and  wounded,  and  they  carried  some 
of  that  cotton  on  other  plantations  around,  where  they  also  had  wounded  or  disabled 
soldiers.  I  myself  saw  them  loading  the  wagons  and  carrying  off  said  cotton.  I  told 
the  Federal  officers,  among  whom  was  Lieutenant  Pollard,  whom  I  knew,  that  said  cot- 
ton belonged  to  a  French  citizen  living  in  the  town  of  Opelousas,  La.,  whose  name  was 
Jules  PeiTodin.  He  replied  that  this  French  citizen  would  be  better  satisfied  to  know 
that  his  cotton  was  in  their  hands  than  in  those  of  the  rebels.  My  husband  had  beex^ 
paid  for  his  cotton  by  Mr.  Perrodin. 

Mr.  Perrodin  was  our  merchant.  When  the  Federal  troops  took  said  cotton  they 
neither  paid  for  the  same  nor  gave  any  receipts  therefor. 

I  am  positive  in  stating  that  a  portion  of  the  cotton  thus  sold  by  my  husband  to  Mr. 
Perrodin  was  taken  by  the  Federal  army  in  the  way  and  for  the  purpose  above  stated 
by  me. 

What  was  done  with  the  cotton  carried  away  by  said  Federal  troops  I  cannot  say,  but 
I  snppose  it  was  used  as  above  stated  by  me,  for  the  wounded,  for  the  Federal  officers 
told  me  so. 

The  number  of  wounded  at  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbeuz  was  very  numerous.  The 
battle  was  fought  about  a  mile  and  a  half  from  my  house. 

I  jadg&there  was  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  wounded  Federal  soldiers  on  my  placft 
At  said  time. 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq.;  counsel  for  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, vritne^  says: 

I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  that  said  cotton  was  sold  to  Mr.  Perrodin  by  my  hus- 
band, as  he  was  in  the  habit  of  consulting  me  whenever  he  transacted  any  business. 

We  transacted  all  our  business  with  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin,  who  was  our  merchant,  and 
•aid  cotton  wius  paid  for  mainly  in  goods,  provisions,  and  merchandise,  and  partly  also  in 
Confederate  money.    The  cotton  was  sold  according  to  its  quality — say  from  9,  10,  to  ^ 
12  cents  per  pound.    The  said  cotton  was  not  weight  when  it  was  sold  to  Mr.  Perrodin^ 
but  we  knew  its  weight  because  it  was  weighed  when  gathered. 

All  of  said  cotton  was  in  seed  or  unginned.  There  was  so  little  of  said  cotton  left 
by  the  Federal  troops  that  I  paid  no  attention  to  it,  and  don't  know  what  became  of  it. 

Lientenant  Pollard  was  on  my  gallery  when  the  wagons  came  to  carry  off  said  cotton. 

Mv  husband  was  in  the  Confederate  army  from  the  beginning  to  the  close  of  the  war.. 

CONSTANCE  GUIDRY. 

Laubent  Dupbe, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Commissioner. 

Deposition  of  Valentine  D.  Breaux,  taken  at  Opelousas,  on  the  16th  day  of  April^ 
1881,  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States,  on  behalf  of  claimant. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occu- 
pation, your  age,  your  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  in- 
^rect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  you  are  related 
to  claimant — A.  My  name  is  Valentine  D.  Breaux.  I  am  a  planter  by  occupation.  I 
Am  fifty-four  years  of  age.  I  live  now  and  have  always  lived  in  the  parish  of  Saint 
l4Uidry,  Louisiana.  I  Imve  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  sul>^ 
ject  of  inquiry,  and  aui  in  no  way  related  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Fsbbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  < 
ftya: 

In  the  beginning  of  the  year  1862 — ^I  don't  recollect  in  what  month — ^I  sold  one  bale  of 
^^n  to  Jules  Perrodin,  the  present  claimant.  Said  bale  weighed  over  400  pounds,  ^d 
'^errodin  paid  me  for  said  bale.  This  cotton  was  at  Hyppolite  A.  Guidry's  gin-house^ 
^bere,  by  agreement,  said  Perrodin  was  to  receive  it.  I  know  positively  that  said  Per- 
'^in  had  other  cotton  at  said  time  at  said  gin-house,  part  of  which  he  purchased  from 
■»id  one  Paul  Hebert. 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Sitthon,  Esq.,  representing  United  States  Government^ 
*^tness  says: 

I  think  I  got  from  10  to  12  cents  per  pound  for  the  bale  of  cotton  sold  as  aforesaid  to 
%imant. 
The  money  paid  me  for  said  cotton  was  good  money,  not  Confederate  money. 
I  was  paid  cash  for  said  cotton  when  I  sold  same. 
I  was  not  at  said  time  in  the  Confederate  army. 

VALENTINE  D.  BREAUX. 
Laubent  Dupbb, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Commissioner. 
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Deposition  of  Joseph  Block,  for  daimant,  taken  at  Opelonaas,  La.,  on  16th  April,  1881, 

in  caae  of  Jnlee  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  commiBrioner:  Please  state  yonr  nameryonr  occi 
pation,  your  place  of  residence;  whether  yon  have  any  interest,  duect  or  indirecty  in 
matter  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether,  and  in  what  degree,  yon  are 
to  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  Block;  my  oocnpation  is  that  of  a  merchant;  I 
forty-seven  years  of  age;  I  am  now  living  in  the  town  of  Opelonsas,  La.,  and  have  liv< 
there  since  1860. 

I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  matter  which  is  the  subject  of  inqui^^ 
and  am  in  no  way  related  to  claimant.  ' 

Being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  says  ^ 

I  have  been  residing  in  Opelonsas  since  the  year  1860,  with  the  exception  of  two  y e^is 
and  a  half  while  I  resided  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  but  in  tiiat  time  I  came  oftei)  to 
Opelonsas. 

I  resided  in  Opelonsas  from  1860  to  September,  1864,  continuously,  except  about  tbne 
months  (June,  July,  and  August,  1863),  when  I  was  absent  from  Opelonsas.    Jules  Per. 
rodin,  the  claimant,  resided  in  the  town  of  Opelonsas  during  the  time  I  did.    We  botb 
resided  on  the  same  street  in  the  town  of  Opelonsas,  La.,  and  both  yet  reside  there. 

I  don't  know  that  claimant  took  any  part  in  the  late  civil  war.  I  know  that  he  con- 
tested going  in  the  Confederate  army.  ( 

He  contested  before  the  courts  and  before  the  Confederate  or  military  authorities.  I 
know  that  claimant  was  arrested  and  ordered  to  report  to  Alexandria.  He  reported 
there,  and  claimed  to  be  a  French  subject;  getting  no  satisfaction  there,  he  was  ordered 
to  report  to  Shreveport,  La.  I  was  likewise  persecuted  at  the  same  time  by  the  same 
authorities.  I  don't  know  if  daimant  ever  voted  in  this  country.  I  know  of  his  mak- 
ing claim  for  protection  to  the  French  consul  during  the  late  war.  During  the  yearl8S3 
I  think  cotton  was  worth  about  60  cents  per  pound  in  New  Orleans. 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  counsel  for  the  United  States  Government, 
witness  says: 

When  I  say  that  claimant  took  no  part  in  the  Idte  war,  I  mean  that  he  took  ap  arms 
lor  neither  side.  I  don't  know  of  claimant's  assisting  the  Confederates  by  subscriptions 
or  donations  of  any  kind.  During  the  years  1862  and  1863  cotton  could  be  purchased 
in  this  parish.  About  that  time  cotton  could  be  purchased  for  about  10  to  12  cents  per 
pound.  On  reflection,  witness  says  that  the  price  of  cotton  at  said  time  ranged  from  10 
to  15  cents  per  pound.  It  was  customary  here,  when  purchasing  cotton  at  said  time,  to 
leave  it  upon  the  place  where  it  was  purchased.  . 

J.  BLOCK. 

Laubent  Dupbk, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Oommimoner, 

Deposition  of  Jules  Pebbodin,  claimant,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  16th  day  of 
April,  1881,  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States. 

First  general  inquiry  by  the  commissioner:  Please  state  your  age,  your  occupation, 
your  place  of  residence;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claiiA 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry. — A.  My  name  is  Jules  Perrodin.  *I  am  the  claimant 
in  this  case,  and  consequently  I  am  directly  interested  in  the  result  of  it.  I  am  a  m&' 
cluuit.  I  am  sixty-one  years  of  age.  I  have  resided  for  the  last  forty  years  in  the  par- 
ish of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana.  No  one  else  but  myself  has  an  interest,  direct  or  in- 
direct, in  this  claim. 

Being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witotfB 
says: 

I  was  born  on  the  27th  of  March,  1820,  in  the  town  of  Tarcia,  Department  of  the  Jni»» 
prance,  and  1  have  lived  continuously  in  the  town  of  Opelonsas,  La.,  since  theyet^ 
1856.  I  am  [a]  French  subject,  and  have  never  renounced  my  allegiance  to  my  natit« 
country,  having  never  been  naturalized  in  this  or  any  other  countiy,  nor  even  appU«* 
for  any  naturalization. 

I  have  always  preserved  my  neutrality  while  in  this  country,  and  especially  d^inj 
the  late  civil  war,  in  which  I  took  no  part  nor  gave  any  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of 
the  United  States  in  any  shape,  form,  or  manner. 

1  was  conscripted  by  the  Confederate  enrolling  officer  for  the  parish  of  Saint  LandiTt 
Louisiana,  and  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth  R^ment  of  Louisiana  Volunteen,  C. 
S.  A.,  upon  which  enrollment,  through  my  attorney,  at  that  time.  Henry  L.  Gariand, 
esq.,  I  took  oat  a  writ  of  habeas  corpxxa  before  the  eighth  judicial  district  court  of  Ixho*' 
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ana,  claiming  the  rights  of  a  French  subject,  and  as  not  liable  to  conscription.    On  the 
27th  day  of  January,  1864,  said  court  rendered  judgment  in  my  £avor,  and  in  June,  1864, 
in  pursuance  of  said  judgment,  I  was  regularly  discharged  by  command  of  E.  Kirby 
&Dith,  of  the  Confederate  States  army. 
(Copy  of  said  judgment  hereto  attached  and  made  part  of  this  testimony  and  marked  A. ) 


Habeas  corpus.      Eighth  district  Louisiana,  Saint  Landry.      Nos.  9430  and  9431  cumu- 
lated. 

Jules  Pebbodin  et  al. 
Col  Allek  Thomas. 


I.    J 


Jules  Perrodin,  Joseph  Camy,  Edmond  Pascal  Hauguel,  and  Dominique  Guilhas,  hav- 
ing heea  conscripted  by  the  corporate  enrolling  officer  for  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry, 
were  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth  Regiment  Louisiana  Volunteers,  C.  S.  A.,  com- 
manded by  the  defendant.  They  have  taken  these  writs  of  habeas  corpus  alleging  that 
thej  are  French  subjects,  and,  therefore,  not  liable  to  the  operation  of  the  conscription 
law  of  the  Confederate  States,  and  they  pray  to  be  discharged  from  the  military  service 
of  said  States. 

It  has  been  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  this  court  that  these  parties  are  French 
subjects  who  were  residing  here  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  present  war; 
they  never  claimed  nor  exercised  any  of  the  rights  of  American  citizenship;  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Guilhas,  they  are  merchants;  Guilhas  was  employed  as  an  overseer  one  year, 
and  as  a  cooper  another,  on  the  plantation  of  Mrs.  Dejean  in  this  parish ;  and  with  the 
exception  of  Perrodin  none  of  them^  have  acquired  any  real  property,  and  Perrodin  has 
acquired  only  so  much  as  was  necessary  to  carry  on  his  commerce,  that  is,  the  town  lot 
and  buildings  where  he  keeps  his  store.  These  people  came  to  this  country,  cherchant 
Jortune,  like  most  of  the  foreigners  who  come  here,  and  from  their  conduct  and  their 
declarations  made  before  the  war,  it  appears  that  they  have  never  intended  to  renounce 
their  country,  but  on  the  contrary  they  have  often  manifested  their  intention  of  return- 
ing at  some  future  period  to  their  natiye  land.  At  the  commencement  of  this  war  Per- 
rodin particularly  took  all  the  necessary  precautionary  measures  to  place  both  himself 
wd  property  under  the  protection  of  the  French  Government. 

Foreigners  who  come  to  reside  in  a  country  are  entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  sov- 
^^ign  and  of  the  laws  of  that  country.  In  no  country  have  they  enjoyed  that  protec- 
tion to  a  greater  extent  than  in  this.  Unmolested  in  the  pursuits  of  their  different  avo- 
cations, t£ey  have  generally  accumulated  large  fortunes,  which  they  have  in  many 
Mances  carried  away  to  their  native  country,  and  with  the  exception  of  voting  and  hold- 
ing public  offices,  they  have  enjoyed  all  the  protection,  privileges,  and  advantages  which 
the  law  affords  to  the  citizens  of  the  State.  For  all  of  this,  from  a  sense  of  gratitude, 
assays  Vattel,  **they  ought  not  to  content  themselves  with  barely  respecting  the  laws, 
they  ought  to  assist  the  country  upon  occasion  and  contribute  to  its  defense,"  but  they 
cannot,  says  the  same  author,  be  subject  to  those  burdens  that  have  only  relation  to  the 
quality  of  citizens.  (Book  2,  sees.  105  and  106.)  As  our  Government  is  intended,  by 
^  frameis,  to  be  one  of  law,  it  is  not  the  province  of  this  court  to  say  what  the  law 
^ght  to  be;  but  it  is  his  duty  simply  to  declare  what  the  law  is.  The  laws  of  nations 
^  as  binding  on  them  as  the  code  of  one  country  is  binding  on  the  citizens  or  subjects 
<>f  that  country,  and  it  is  one  of  the  first  duties  of  a  nation  to  respect  and  observe  these 
lAws.  The  question  before  this  court,  in  this  case,  is  whether  foreigners  sojourning  or 
'^ding  temporarily  in  this  country  can,  with  due  regard  to  international  law,  be  con- 
^pted  and  forced  in  the  military  service  of  the  country  for  an  indefinite  period  ? 

Ilie  burden  of  carrying  arms  and  of  serving  in  the  armies  of  the  country  is  one  of  those 
leaving  a  relation  only  to  the  quality  of  citizens.  (Vattel,  B.  2,  106.)  Besides,  the  for^ 
^er  who  comes  to  reside  in  this  country  does  not  thereby  lose  his  rights  as  a  citizen 
^5  subject  of  the  country  from  which  he  came;  nor  is  he  in  the  least  fre^  of  the  obliga- 
^ons  resulting  from  the  allegiance  he  owes  to  his  sovereign,  and,  although  he  is  amena- 
^|«  to  the  laws  of  the  state  for  his  conduct,  the  state  has  no  right  of  sovereignty  over 
'^  person;  owing  no  allegiance  to  the  state,  he  can  at  all  times  leave,  and  when  he  has 
^iQe  here,  with  the  permission  of  the  state,  he  cannot  be  prevented  from  doing  so  with- 
^^t  a  breach  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  our  Government.  If  these  are  correct  principles 
^nntemational  \ayi,  how  can  a  foreigner  be  forced  in  the  military  service  of  the  country 
^^f  an  indefinite  period?  It  is  true  that  the  sovereign  of  a.  country  has  the  right  to  fix 
^  conditions  on  which  foreigners  will  be  received  and  permitted  to  remain  in  the 
^untry;  but  both  reason  and  justice  require  that  these  conditions  should  be  made  known 
|!|^^  they  come;  the  burden  of  carrying  arms  in  defense  of  a  country  is  certainly  one  of 
^'^  that  only  relate  to  the  quality  of  citizens,  and  therefore  cannot  be  imposed  on  those 
^<to  are  not  citizens,  and,  indeed,  such  seems  to  have  been  the  interyretatiou  of  the  law 
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of  conscription  up  to  the  present  time.  When  the  conscripts  between  the  ages  of  eighteen 
and^  thirty-five  years  were  first  called  out,  and  when  those  between  eighte»i  and  foitj 
years  were  call^  oat,  no  foreigners  were  conscripted  and  forced  in  the  military  gemoe 
of  the  Confederate  States.  The  exigencies  of  the  times  may  change,  but  the  prindpla 
of  law  remain  the  same.  If  foreigners  are  subject  to  the  operation  of  the  law  of  con- 
scription, why  were  they  not  put  in  the  ranks  at  the  time  of  the  first  and  second  calls  for 
conscripts?  Again,  the  power  of  raising  troops  is  of  the  appendage  of  soyereignty;  bnt 
the  right  of  conscripting  soldiers,  that  is,  of  declaring  that  a  certain  claas  of  citizens  aie ' 
soldiers,  and  of  forcing  them  in  the  military  service  of  the  country,  belongs,  ''par  ex- 
cellence," to  the  sovereign  power  of  the  country,  and  by  its  nature  is  one  of  those  rights 
which  cannot  be  exercised  except  on  those  who  owe  allegiance  to  this  country.  In  treat- 
ing of  mercenary  troops,  Yattel  (book  3,  sec.  14,)  says:  A  sovereign  has  no  right  to  com- 
pel foreigners;  he  must  not  even  employ  stratagem  or  artifice  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
engage  in  a  contract,  which,  like  all  others,  should  be  founded  in  good  faith.  This  coart 
is  of  opinion  that  the  plaintififd  ought  not  to  have  been  conscripted,  and  that  they  can- 
not be  held  legally  in  the  military  service  of  the  Confederate  States  it  is  therefore  or- 
dered, adjudged,  and  decreed,  that  Jules  Perrodin,  Edmond  Pascal  Hauguel,  Josejb 
Camy,  and  Dominique  Guilhas  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  released  and  discharged  as  ooo- 
scripts  in  the  army  of  the  Confederate  States  of  America.  ' 

Done,  read,  and  signed  at  the  clerk's  office  in  the  town  of  Opelousas,  this  27th  daj  of 
January,  anno  Domini  1864. 

C.  H.  MOUTON, 
Judge  Eighth  JudicitU  Di^ridy  L/fumana. 

Filed  January  27,  1864. 

A.  GARRIGUEZ,  Clerk. 
State  op  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Saint  Landry: 

I,  James  O.  Chacher^,  clerk  of  the  thirteenth  judicial  district  court,  iu  and  for  the 
State  and  parish  above  written,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  within  and  foregoing  is  a  trae 
and  correct  copy  from  the  original  on  file  and  of  record  in  my  office. 
Witness  my  hand  seal  of  office,  at  Opelousas,  Ia.,  this  9th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1881. 
[seal.]  JAMES  H.  CHACHERE, 

Clerk  of  the  Thirteenth  District  Court  in  and  far 

Saint  Landry  Parish  and  State  of  LouiskoM, 
State  of  Louisiana, 

Parish  qf  Saint  Landry: 

I,  George  W.  Hudspeth,  judge  thirteenth  judicial  district  court  in  and  for  Saint  Landij 
Parish,  State  of  Louisiana,  do  hereby  certify  that  James  O.  Chacher6  is  clerk  of  the 
above  court,  and  his  signature  to  the  above  certificate  is  true  and  genuine. 
Witness  my  hand,  at  Opelousas,  La.,  this  9th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1881. 

GEORGE  W.  HUDSPETH, 
Judge  Thirteenth  Judicial  District  Court 
in  and  for  Saint  Landry  Parish^  LouimnA. 
State  of  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Saint  Landry: 

I,  James  O.  Chacher6,  clerk  of  the  thirteenth  judicial  district  court  in  and  for  Saint 
Landry  Parish,  State  of  Louisiana,  do  hereby  certify  that  George  W.  Hudspeth  is  judge 
of  the  above  court,  and  his  signature  to  the  above  certificate  is  genuine. 
Witness  my  hand  and  seal  of  office  this  9th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1881. 
[seal.]  JAMES  O.  CHACHERE, 

Clerk  of  the  Thirteenth  Judicial  District  Court 
in  and  for  Saint  Landry  Parish,  LouisiMna, 

On  the  12th  day  of  September,  1862,  I  bought  twenty  bales  of  cotton  in  seed  from 
Thilismar  Guidry,  for  which  I  paid  him  on  same  day,  and  on  the  11th  day  of  March, 
1863,  said  Thilismar  Guidry  sold  me  18,000  pounds  of  cotton  in  the  seed,  for  which  I 
paid  him  the  same  day  or  shortly  afterward. 

I  left  said  cotton  on  said  Guidry 's  plantation,  in  his  custody,  but  subject  to  my  or- 
ders. The  two  lots  of  cotton  above  stated  composed  item  3  mentioned  in  my  me- 
morial. 

This  cotton  remained  on  said  plantation  until  it  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops,  as 
stated  to  me  by  witness  Constance  Guidry.  Out  of  said  two  lots  of  cotton,  I  only  reooT- 
ered  l2  bales,  and  the  balance  was  taken,  as  stated  by  said  witness  Constance  Guidiy. 
Out  of  the  lot  of  cotton  now  claimed  by  me  were  the  18  bales  which  I  abuidoned  in  salt 
entitled  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States,  in  the  United  States  Court  of  CUims,  No. 
3546,  as  per  judgment  of  said  court. 

On  the  22d  day  of  February,  1862,  Paul  Hebert  sold  me  4  bales  of  cotton,  weighing 
1,760  pounds  in  the  aggregate,  for  which  I  paid  him  on  the  13th  day  of  March,  1862. 
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Said  cotton  was  left  in  the  custody  of  Hyppolite  A.  Guidry,  at  his,  said  Guidry's  gin- 
house.    Said  4  bales  of  cotton,  thos  sold  to  me  by  Paul  Hebert,  as  aforesaid,  were  taken 
^m  the  gin-honse  of  said  Hyppolite  A.  Gaidry,  as  stated  to  the  witness  Alexis  Guidry, 
and  are  a  portion  of  item  **  No.  1  "  of  my  memorial,  and  are  included  in  the  7  bale» 
mentioned  in  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  and  rejected  on  account  of  being  hear- 
say evidence,  as  is  evidenced  by  judgment  No.  3546  of  said  Court  of  Claims;  and  on  the 
19th  November,  1661,  Mrs.  Fisher,  nee  Boudreaux,  sold  me  2  bales  of  cotton  weighing 
912  pounds,  and  delivered  to  me  at  said  gin-honse  of  Hyppolite  A.  Guidry's,  where  I 
left  the  same. 

I  paid  for  said  cotton. 

These  2  last  bales  with  1  bale  of  cotton  sold  to  me  by  V.  D.  Breaux,  and  4  bales  sold 
to  me  by  Paul  Hebert,  complete  item  No.  1  of  my  memorial,  and  said  2  bales  of  cotton 
^v^  ere  taken  by  the  Federal  troops,  as  stated  in  the  testimony  of  Alexis  Guidry  and  One- 
zime  L.  Guidry,  and  was  also  rejected  by  said  judgment  No.  3546  of  the  United  States 
Oonrt  of  Claims. 

In  the  month  of  April,  1862,  Louis  Malveaux  sold  me,  and  delivered  at  the  plantation. 
of  his  mother,  Theothiste  Esprit,  widow  of  Jean  Baptiste  Malveaux,  one  bale  of  cotton 
'Weighing  450  pounds. 

Tins  bale  of  cotton  was  ginned  at  the  gin-house  of  Mr.  Gradenzo. 
This  last  bale  of  cotton  was  taken,  as  appears  by  the  testimony  of  Louis  Malveaux,. 
■ome  time  in  the  year  1863,  by  the  Federal  troops,  and  composes  item  No.  2  of  my  me- 
morial. 

On  the  24th  of  April,  1862,  Valentine  D.  Breaux  sold  me  one  bale  of  cotton,  weighing; 
^78  pounds,  and  delivered  the  same  to  the  gin-house  of  said  Hypolite  A.  Guidry,  where 
it  was  left  by  me,  and  afterwards  taken  by  the  Federal  troops,  as  appears  by  testi- 
iK^ony  of  witnesses  relative  to  item  No.  1  of  my  memorial. 

In  the  month  of  December,  1863,  I  bought  of'  Offutt  Bros,  eight  hogsheads  of  sugar, 
Weighing  in  the  aggregate  9,600  pounds.  I  paid  for  said  sugar  and  left  it  in  the  custody 
^^  William  R.  Gibson,  who  had  charge  of  the  plantation  of  Ofintt  Bros.  This  sugar 
'^as  taken  by  the  Federal  troops  in  the  year  1864,  as  appears  by  the  testimony  Antoi- 
nette Thiebaut,  widow  of  said  W.  R.  Gibson,  who  had  charge  of  Mr. sugar. 

This  lot  of  sug^r  forms  item  No.  4  of  my  memorial,  and  is  the  same  sugar  abandoned 
^y  me  in  suit  No.  3546,  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  aforesaid,  and  as  ap- 
P^iiis  by  judgment  rendered  in  said  suit. 

I  have  never  assigned  or  transferred  or  sold  this  claim,  nor  any  portion,  nor  any  in- 
^T<est  therein,  to  any  one.  I  have  never  received  payment  for  this  claim,  or  any  portion 
hereof,  either  through  myself,  or  through  any  one  else  for  me.  All  this  property,  as 
detailed,  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops  under  command  of  Maj.  Gen.  Nath.  P.  Bimks. 
And  all  this  property  claimed  by  me  form  the  part  of  my  demand  in  suit  No.  3546  of 
P^e  United  States  Court  of  Claims  as  aforesaid,  but  not  allowed  in  the  judgment  rendered 
**i  eaid  suit. 

There  may  be  a  difference  as  to  number  in  the  demand  which  I  made  in  said  suit  No, 
^^6,  which  I  filed  immediately,  during  the  war — that  is  in  1864;  and  after  a  careful 
^^amination  of  my  books  and  papers,  and  my  business  in  general  at  that  period,  I  found 
^^t  that  the  claim  then  set  forth  by  me  was  less  than  it  actually  was. 

<As  before  stated  by  me,  in  my  testimony,  my  cotton  when  thus  taken  was  worth  60 
^^tits  per  pound  on  the  market  in  New  Orleans,  and  my  sugar  was  worth  from  20  to- 
*^  cents  in  current  money  of  the  United  States. 

Cross-examined  by  Lucius  F.  Suthon,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States  Govem- 
^^cnt,  witness  says: 

«     My  parents,  that  is  my  mother  and  father,  were  French  subjects.     Since  I  have  dwelt 
^^  this  country  I  have  revisited  France.     I  returned  to  France  in  1859,  and  was  absent 
^^om  here  in  my  voyage  about  five  months  in  all.     I  had  always  in  view  to  return  to 
^^noe,  but  now  that  I  am  married  and  settled  in  this  country  t  think  no  more  about  it. 
^  came  to  this  country  from  France  in  the  month  of  October,  1839. 

I  came  from  New  Orleans  to  this  part  of  the  country  shortly  after  my  arrival. 

I  owned  two  slaves.     I  owned  these  two  slaves  in  1856. 

At  the  beginning  of  1862,  or  thereabout,  I  was  worth  from  eighteen  to  twenty  thou- 
^nd  dollars. 

During  the  late  civil  war  I  neither  gave  aid  or  comfort  to  the  enemies  of  the  United 
States. 

The  two  slaves  ovnied  by  me,  as  above  mentioned,  were  owned  until  their  emancipa- 
^on  by  the  United  States  Government. 

My  visit  to  France,  as  above  mentioned,  was  only  to  see  my  relatives  and  my  country. 

JULES  PERRODIN. 

[81EAL.  ]  1.K\1B5L^T  \>\i^^KE., 

Notary  Public  and  SpcwiX  C>sw««M^^w«r* 
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EVIDENCE. 
Filed  June  7,  1881— IT.  F,  P.  i&  L.  L.,  Sees, 


} 


JULE?  PjEBRODIX 

t».  }-No.  90. 

The  United  States.  . 

Stiptilation. 


It  is  hereby  stdpnlated  that  a  certified  copy  of  the  evidence  taken  and  filed  by 
claimant  or  by  the  United  States  in  this  case  in  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  as  &r^  as 
it  relates  to  the  alienage  and  nentrality  of  the  claimant,  may  be  used  as  evidence  in  "^Jie 
jkboYe-entitled  case  now  pending  before  this  commission,  counsel  for  the  United  8te^.^f«B 
reserving  the  right  to  take  advantage  of  any  objections  which  may  have  been  madet  l>y 
the  counsel  for  the  United  States  before  the  Court  of  Claims  who  appeared  at  the  ex:^ 
ination,  and  to  take  such  further  objection  as  upon  examination  of  the  evidence  he 
deem  fit  and  proper. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Counsel  for  the  United  Slaia^, 

Washington,  March  23, 1881. 

U.  S.  Court  of  Claims.— December  Term,  1869. 

Jules  Pebbodin    ) 

V9,  \  No.  3546. 

The,  United  States,  j 

Nou  velle-Oblea  KS. 
^0.  2079.     Certificcd  de  nationaliU, 

Nous,  Chs.  Fauoonnet,  chevalier  de  la  legion  d'honneur,  gerant  du  consula  de  Fniace 
A  la  No'velle-Orl6ans,  une  certifions  que  Monsieur  Perrodin  (Jules),  residant  aox  Opf- 
lousa,  psse.  Saint  Landry,  oil  il  exeroe  la  profession  de  marchsund  est  n^  4  d'Epy,  Tarcia 
Department  due  Jura  (France),  le  27  fevrier.  1820. 

Attestons  en  outre  que,  sur  son  affirmation  de  n'avoir  jamais  perdu  sa  nationality 
francaise  par  naturalisation  ou  autres  actes  de  citoyennet^  am^ricaine,  le  dit  siem  Pc* 
Todin  d,  ^t^  inscrit  comme  francais  sur  le  registre  matricule  term  en  la  chancellieie  ^^ 
€e  oonsulat  le  4  juin,  1863  (mil  huit  censoixante  trois). 

En  foi  de  quoi  nons  lui  avons  delivr^  le  present  certificat  pour  servir  et  valoir  ce  c^^^ 
de  droit 

A  la  Nouvelle-Orl^ans,  5  mars,  1864. 

Quatre  signature  du  porteur. 

•  Le  gerant  du  oonsulat. 
[seal.]  FAUOONNET. 

Art.  48  du  tarif.    No.  d'ordre,  525.    Solvit  o'  France. 

Exhibit  B. 

[Special  Ordera  No.  153.] 
HSADQUABTEBS  TBANS-MISSISSIPPI  DEPABTMENT, 

Shrevepartj  La.,  June  18, 18ft-^* 

»  ♦  ♦  ♦  «  «    .  ♦ 

VII.  Private  Jules  Perrodin,  Co.  — ,  Twenty-eighth  Louisiana  Regiment,  is  ^^ 
charged  the  service  of  the  Confederate  States,  in  accordance  with  the  judgment  6€  tb^ 
district  court  of  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry. 

By  command  of  General  E.  Kirby  Smith. 

8.  S.  ANDERSON, 
Assistani  AdjuUmtrGeweral^ 
P.  J.  PEBBODIN. 

True  extracts  from  the  printed  record  as  the  same  appeared  to  the  judges  when  tb^ 
case  came  on  to  trial  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  February  18, 1873. 
Test  this  7th  day  of  June,  1881. 
[seal.]  JOHN  RANDOLPH, 

AmtUnU  Clerk  Ckmrt  of  Claimf^ 
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DEPOSITIONS  OF  M.  KENI80N  AND  A.  TEBTRON. 
FiM  July  6,  1881.— IT.  F.  P.  d:  L.  L,,  Sees. 


Jules  Pebbodin 
Tbs  United  States 


I  No.  90. 
•  J 


To  John  L.  Labesche,  Esq., 

New  Orleans  J  La.: 

SiB:  Yon  are  hereby  authorized  to  act  as  a  commissioner  in  the  above-entitled  case  at 
New  Orleans,  La. ,  and  as  sach  to  there  take  the  testimony  of  such  witnesses  as  may  be 
prodnced  before  yon  by  either  party.  In  infilling  this  duty  yon  will  be  gnided  by  the 
rales  of  this  commission,  particularly  Rules  XIV  and  XV,  and  yon  will  return  the 
testimony  taken  herein  to  the  secretaries  of  this  commission,  with  this  authority  at- 
tached as  the  first  sheet  thereof.  A  copy  of  the  notice  required  by  Rule  XIV  and  a  copy 
of  Rules  XIV  and  XV  are  herewith  inclosed.  Should  the  defendant  not  appear  at  the 
examination  you  will  ascertain  from  the  inclosed  copy  of  notice  whether  notice  has  been 
accepted ;  if  it  has,  you  may  proceed  with  the  examination ;  if  it  has  not,  yon  will  adjourn 
the  examination,  and  report  that  fact,  with  the  reason,  to  this  commission. 
We  are,  sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

WASH»N  F.  PEDDRICK, 
L.  LAUGEL, 

Seeretariea. 
Washington,  D.  C,  3fay  12, 1881. 

It  is  agreed  that  John  L.  Laresche,  esq!,  be  authorized  to  take  the  testimony  of  wit- 
nesses in  the  above-entitled  case  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  be  used  before  this  commission. 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Aasistant  Counsel  an  the  part  of  the  United  Stales, 

PAUL  DEJARDIN, 
Agent  on  the  part  of  France, 
Washington,  D.  C,  May  12, 188J. 


JUUSB  Pebbodin 
The  United  States 


i  No.  90. 
•  J 


Washington,  May  9, 1881. 

Flease  take  notice  that  on  the  31st  day  of  Hay,  1881,  testimony  will  be  taken  on  be- 
half of  the  United  States  before  John  L.  Laresche,  esq.,  at  his  office  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  State  of  Louisiana,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and  continued  from  day  to  day,  to  show 
the  value  of  the  property  alleged  to  have  been  appropriated  or  destroyed. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States, 
To  Mr.  Paul  Dejabdin,  Agent. 

Notice  accepted. 

PAUL  DEJARDIN, 

AgeTit  du  OouvH, 
May  10,  1881. 


[  No.  90. 


Jules  Pebbodin 

va. 

The  United  States. 

Depositions  of  witnesses  taken  and  subscribed  before  me,  John  Laresche,  special  com- 
missioner, in  the  days  and  dates  hereinafter  set  forth  and  expressed,  at  my  office.  No. 
24  Exchange  Place,  oomer  of  Custom-house  street,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  State  of 
LonisianA,  and  to  be  read  as  evidence  in  the  above-entitled  and  numbered  cause,  said 
witnesses  Imown  to  me  to  be  of  lawful  age,  being  to  me  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid 
produced,  and  being  duly  sworn  according  to  law  to  testify  to  the  truth,  the  whole  truth, 
and  nothing  but  the  truth  in  regard  to  the  matters  in  controversy  in  the  claim  afore- 
said, did  then  and  there,  on  their  oaths  aforesaid,  depose  and  say  as  follows,  to  wit. 

JNO.  L.  LARESCHE, 

QmnUssiMer, 


f 
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Jules  Pebbodin 

V8.  y  No.  90. 

Thb  United  States  . 

New  Obleans,  May  31,  1881—10  o'clock  a.  m. 

On  behalf  of  the  United  States  F.  F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  claiman 
and  W.  O.  Denegre,  esq. ,  special  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

By  agreement  of  counsel  this  case  is  continued  until  to-morrow,  Jane  1, 1881,  at  ^ 
o'clock  a.  m. 

JNO.  L.  LARESCHE, 

Onnmisaioner^ 

New  Obleans,  June  1, 1881 — 10  o'clock  a.  nL_ 

Present:  F.  F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  claimant,  and  W.  O.  Den< 
«8q.,  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

Capt.  M.  Kenxison,  witness  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  being  duly  sworn  aoooxxl. 
ing  to  law,  deposes  and  says  as  follovFs,  to  wit: 

I  am  forty-nine  years  of  age;  I  am  a  steamboatman.  I  have  been  steamboatin^  fyr 
thirty-two  years. 

Question.  Were  you  immediately  after  the  war  engaged  in  steamboating  between 
New  Orleans,  Washington,  La.,  and  all  the  other  pUu^i  bordering  on  the  CourtableAii 
Bayou? — Answer.  I  suppose  I  was. 

Q.  To  what  landing  would  cotton  in  the  neighborhood  of  Opelousas  or  Grand  OoteA*^ 
be  taken  for  shipment? — A.  To  Washington,  La.,  and  Port  Barre  on  the  Cortablea*^ 
Bayou. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  how  early  after  the  close  of  the  war  navigation  was  opened  to  Wa»lv 
ington  and  Port  Barre? — A.  Immediately. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  what  was  the  price  of  transportation  of  cotton  per  bale  from  ^bai^^ 
points  to  New  Orleans  immediately  after  the  war  and  shortly  after? — ^A.  FivedolU^:^^ 
per  bale. 

Croes-ezamined  by  F.  F.  Pebbodin,  for  claimant: 

It  wad  the  same  price  fh>m  all  the  points  on  the  bayou.    This  tariff  lasted  until  tAs^ 
middle  of  September,  1865,  when  it  was  reduced  to  $3.50  per  bale. 

M.  KENISON. 
Jno.  L.  Labbbche,  Cbmmismoncr. 

A.  Tebtbok,  witness  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  being  duly  sworn,  aocordiiij^  to 
law,  deposes  and  says,  as  follows: 

I  am  fifty-seven  years  of  age;  I  am  a  merchant,  cotton  and  sugar  factor  in  New  Or- 
leans since  1861 ;  I  have  had  business  relation  with  the  whole  of  the  Teche  conntzy,  SMid 
have  received  cotton  and  sugar  from  the  various  parishes  therein;  also  the  parish  of  Saint 
Landry. 

Cotton  from  Saint  Landry  and  adjoining  parishes  will  average  low  middling. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  difference  in  price  per  pound  between  cotton  classed  as  middlii^ 
and  cotton  classed  as  low  middling? — ^A.  The  average  is  about  ^.  per  pound;  I  am  speak- 
ing of  an  average  of  a  whole  year. 

Q.  What  was  about  the  usual  average  weight  of  cotton  before  the  war  and  during  tlie 
years  1861  and  1862  ? — A.  Four  hundred  and  fifty  pounds  per  Imle;  and  that  is  the  bass 
of  the  cotton  transactions  by  the  cotton  exchange. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  of  the  transportation  of  sugar  from  Washington,  La.,  and  Port 
Barre  to  New  Orleans  shortly  alter  the  war? — ^A.  It  was  ten  to  twelve  dollars  per  hogs- 
head. 

Cross-examined  by  F.  F.  Pebbodin,  esq.,  on  behalf  of  claimant: 

Since  the  beginning  of  1861 1  have  been  selling  and  handling  cotton  for  Mr.  PenodiSf 
And  all  cotton  shipped  by  Mr.  Perrodin. 

A.  TEBTRON. 
Jno.  L.  Labesche,  Oommiasioner, 

• 
United  States  of  Amebica, 

SUUe  of  Louisianaj  parish  of  Orleans,  city  of  New  Orleans : 

I,  John  L.  Laresche,  special  commissioner  in  and  for  the  parish  of  Orleans,  do  hereiM^ 
certify  and  make  known  that  the  foregoing  depositions  of  M.  Kenison  and  A.  Tertr^^ 
were  taken  before  me  on  the  1st  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1881,  at  the  time  and  place  in 
caption  hereinabove  mentioned;  that  the  examinations,  responses,  and  statements  of  r 
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of  said  deponents  were  redaced  to  writing  in  my  presence,  and  by  said  deponents  respect- 
ively sworn  to  and  subscribed  at  the  end  of  each  and  every  page  at  the  time  and  place 
aforesaid. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  do  hereunto  sign  these  presents  at  the  city  of  New  Orleans, 
Xa.,  this  2oth  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1881. 

J  NO.  l:  laresche, 

Commissioner, 


DEPOSITIONS. 
FiUdAug,  10,  1881.— W^.  K  P.  <&  L,  X.,  Sees, 


Jules  Pebbodix 
vs. 
UmTED  States 


I  No.  90. 
•  J 


XV>  Laurent  Dupbb,  Esq., 

Opelausas,  La,: 

SiB:  Ton  are  hereby  authorized  to  act  as  a  commissioner  in  the  above-entitled  case  at 
C>peloQsa9,  La.,  and  as  such  to  there  take  the  testimony  of  such  witnesses  as  maybe  pro- 
^.xioed  before  you  by  either  party.     In  inlfilling  this  duty  you  will  be  guided  by  the 
^K-x&les  of  this  commission,  particularly  Rules  XIY  and  XV,  and  you  will  return  the  test!- 
xzftQny  taken  herein  to  the  secretaries  of  this  commission,  with  this  authority  attached 
-^Ms  the  first  sheet  thereof.     A  copy  of  the  notice  required  by  Rule  XIV,  and  a  copy  of 
^^iiles  XIY  and  XV,  are  herewith  indosed.    Should  the  defendant  not  appear  at  the 
^^^amination,  you  will  ascertain  from  the  inclosed  copy  of  notice  whether  notice  has  been 
^^eepted;*  if  it  has,  you  may  proceed  with  the  examination;  if  it  has  not,  you  will  ad- 
journ the  examination,  and  report  that  &ct,  with  the  reason,  to  the  commission. 
We  are,  sir,  your  obedient  seryants, 

W.  F.  PEDDRICK, 
L.  LAUGEL, 

Secretaries, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  8, 1881. 

It  is  agreed  that  Laurent  Dupr^,  esq. ,  be  authorized  to  take  the  testimony  of  wit- 
in  the  itbove-entitled  case  at  Opelousas,  La.,  to  be  used  before  this  commission* 

JOHN  DAVIS, 


Assistant  Counsel  on  the  part  of . 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBRUN, 
Counsel  on  the  part  of  French  Bepublic, 


'Washington,  D.  C,  July  8,  1881. 

J 


Jules  Pebbodin 

vs.  VNo.  90. 

Thb  United  States 


f 


Washington  F.  Peddick,  Esq., 

Secretary: 
SiB:  Please  inform  the  United  States  agent  that  on  the  28th  day  of  July,  1881,  at  12 
^",  or  any  other  day  which  may  be  agreed  upon  by  counsel,  before  Laurent  Dupr^,  a 
^IKnial commissioner  of  this  honorable  commission,  at  his  office  in  Opelousas,  La.,  we 
^U  proceed  to  take  testimony  in  the  above-entitled  case  on  questions  of  neutrality, 
Menage,  ownership,  and  seizure  of  the  property  of  the  memorialist  and  continue  the 
^lamination  of  witnesses  in  this  case  from  day  to  day  until  the  testimony  is  complete. 

GRIMAUD  DE  CAUX, 

Agent  ad  interim. 
Accepted. 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Assistant  Counsel  of  the  United  States, 
JULY  8, 1881. 
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Uaited  Statea  of  America,  State  of  Loaiaianaf  parish  of  Saint  Landry. 


JVLBB  PEBBODIK 

The  Ukitbd  Status 


I  No.  90. 


Be  it  known,  that  I,  Laurent  Dnpr^,  undersigned,  notary  public  for  Saint  Landry  P^. 
iahf  Louisiana,  and  appointed  by  the  honorable  French  and  American  Claims  Comuxjg. 
sion  aa  special  commissioner  for  the  taking  of  testimony  in  the  above-entitled  case,  pi^ 
oeeded  on  the  28th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  18jB1,  at  my  office  in  Opelousas,  La.,  State  aad 
parish  above  written,  to  perform  the  duties  assigned  to  me. 

E.  T.  Lewis,  esq.,  appeared  as  counsel  for  the  United  States  Government,  and  F6n^j 
F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  appeared  as  counsel  for  claimant. 

On  said  day  I  proceeded  to  examine  the  following-named  witnesses,  to  wit:  Angastm 
Bomingue  and  Mrs.  Constance  Guidry,  widow  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  deceased,  being  both 
called  on  behalf  of  claimant;  and  on  the  29th  day  of  July,  A.  D.  1881  (by  special  consent 
and  agreement  of  the  above-named  counsel  for  the  United  States  and  for  claimant),  I 
proceeded  to  the  town  of  Washington,  La.,  in  said  parish  and  State,  and  there  proceeded 
to  examine  the  following  witnesses,  to  wit:  Otis  Lunt  and  Mrs.  Antoinette  Thiebaut, 
widow  of  W.  A.  Gibson,  deceased,  oeing  also  called  by  claimant. 

I  further  <^rtify  that  before  proceeding  to  their  examination  as  aforesaid^  each  of  Uie 
above-named  witnesses  was  duly  sworn ;  that  in  the  examination  of  each  of  said  witnesses 
the  answers  were  taken  down  in  his  or  her  presence;  that  the  same  was  then  read  oTer 
to  and  was  signed  or  subscribed  by  each  of  said  witneBses  respectively. 

In  faith  whereof  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  affixed  my  official  seal  this  29th 
day  of  July,  A.  D.  1881. 

[8BAL.]  LAURENT  DUPRE, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Oommiamner. 


Jules  Pebrodin 

V8. 

The  United  States 


I  No.  90. 


Testimony  of  Auqustin  Dohinque,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  July  28, 1881,  in  behalf 

of  claimant. 

Witness  being  duly  sworn,  and  being  examined  by  F^nM  F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  counsel 
for  claimant,  says:  ' 

My  name  is  Augustin  Dominque;  I  live  on  the  dividing  line  between  this  parish  ud 
Fa  layette;  I  always  lived  in  that  neighborhood;  I  am  fifty-seven  years  of  age;  I  am  a 
planter  by  occupation. 

I  am  not  related  to  claimant.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim, 
which  is  the  subject-matter  of  inquiry. 

During  and  before  the  war  I  was  a  slave,  and  belonged  to  Thelismar  Guidry.  Daring 
the  absence  of  said  Guidry  during  the  war  I  was  his  head  man  or  manager,  and  bad 
charge  of  his  plantation.  Mrs.  Constance  Guidry,  wife  of  said  Thelismar Gnidiy,  resided 
on  said  plantation  during  the  war.  I  recollect  when  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbeoxwas 
fought.  I  was  then  on  Mrs.  Thelismar  Gnidry's  plantation.  At  said  time  there  vas 
some  cotton  on  said  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidry 's.  There  were  some  forty-five  bales 
of  cotton,  or  perhaps  more.  This  cotton  was  unginned  and  in  the  seed.  It  was  custom- 
ary on  said  plantation  to  weigh  the  cotton  as  it  was  picked.  This  was  done  twice  a 
day — at  noon  and  at  night. 

At  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbeux  the  Federal  army  was  camped  on  ibe 
plantation  of  said  Thelismar  Guidry.  After  said  battle  the  Federals  brought  to  Hud 
plantation  their  wounded,  their  dying,  and  their  dead. 

At  that  time  I  delivered  the  keys  of  the  out-houses  to  Mrs.  Guidry.  The  FedenU  offi- 
cers were  camped  near  the  house  of  Mrs.  Guidry,  and  some  occupied  portions  of  her 
house. 

The  Federals  took  the  cotton  on  said  plantation  to  make  mattresses  and  beds  forth^ 
sick  and  wounded,  which  were  very  numerous,  and  what  was  not  used  by  them  <Mi  said 
plantation  was  packed  in  wagons  and  carried  over  Bayou  Carencro  to  another  Fedenl 
camp. 

There  were  some  Federal  officers  present  when  said  cotton  was  taken  as  aforesaid. 
Said  officers  stated  that  they  were  forced  to  take  this  cotton  to  use  it  for  the  poipoes 
aforementioned. 

I  know  they  were  officers  because  I  was  required  to  get  a  permit  fh>m  said  oiBceis 
whenever  I  went  from  the  house  to  the  well,  or  to  some  ont-honae,  for  guards  were  sta- 
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lere.    I  was  then  staying  in  Mrs.  Guidry's  house.    General  Gtover,  of  the 
amj,  had  his  tent  in  the  yard,  near  the  steps  of  the  dwelling-house, 
on  said  plantation  of  Mrs.  Guidry's  continuously  from  the  time  the  Federal 
cnpied  it  until  they  left.     I  was  present  and  saw  when  all  the  cotton  on  said 
n  was  taken  by  the  Federals,  used,  and  carried  away  as  above  detailed  by  me. 

camined  by  £.  T.  Lvwis,  Esq.,  of  counsel  for  the  United  States,  says: 

tton  ab6Ye  mentioned,  which  was  used  and  taken  by  the  Federals,  as  above 
r  me,  was  all  grown  and  raised  on  the  plantation  of  my  master,  Thelismar 

This  cotton  was  the  crop  of  one  year,  which  had  been  gathered, 
grown  the  year  it  was  so  taken.     There  were  eleven  grown  working  hands  on 
tation  the  year  said  cotton  was  grown. 

ar  said  cotton  was  raised  we  ci3tivated  fifty-five  arpents  in  cotton,  at  least — 
nore. 

ir  that  the  cotton  was  taken  by  the  Federals,  as  aforesaid,  they  invaded  this 
'  the  country  twice. 

wo  women  of  the  slaves  on  said  plantation  followed  the  Federal  army  and  left 
bation  when  the  Federals  first  invaded  this  section  of  the  country.  There  were 
tton  pickers  on  the  plantation  when  said  cotton  was  gathered. 

recollect  precisely,  but  the  average  picking  i)er  day  was  from  fifteen  to  sixteen 
pounds  per  day. 

by  this,  when  all  the  hands  were  picking  and  the  cotton  was  white, 
ear  the  picking  of  cotton  began  in  the  month  of  July.     The  cotton  was  put  in 
i-house  as  it  was  gathered. 

Ar  said  cotton  was  taken  by  the  Federals  we  had  not  begun  to  gin  it.  There 
n-house  on  said  plantation,  and  we  were  in  the  habit  of  ginning  on  the  neigh- 
iantation — that  of  Mr.  Joseph  Guidry.  The  cotton  taken  by  the  Federals  was 
3  crop  of  that  year. 

two  women  that  went  off  in  the  spring,  one  was  an  old  one  who  was  exempt 
k,  and  the  other  her  daughter,  a  working  hand,  who  followed  her.  In  the 
Jids  comprising  the  cotton  pickers,  as  stated  by  me,  the  daughter  was  included, 
ihe  mother.  I  know  that  there  were  forty-five  bales  of  cotton  or  more  on  said 
D  at  said  time  because  of  the  size  of  the  buildings  containing  said  cotton,  in 
lildings  the  crop  of  cotton  of  the  previous  year,  which  was  a  larger  crop,  had 
ed. 

bton  of  the  previous  year  had  been  ginned  and  baled  at  Joseph  Guidry's,  near 
lad  been  disposed  of. 

his 
AUGUSTIN  -h  DOMINIQUE, 
mftrk. 

LAURENT  DUPRE, 
Notary  PubHc  and  Special  Commissumer, 

J  of  MiB.  Constance  Guidbt,  widow  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  deceased,  taken  at 

Opelousas,  La.,  July  26,  1881. 

s  being  duly  sworn  and  being  examined  by  Fesbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  ooun« 
kimant,  says: 

ne  is  Constance  Guidry.  I  am  the  widow  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  and  am  the 
ness  who  testified  before  the  present  commission  in  this  case  last  April.    As 

me  in  my  testimony  taken  in  this  case  in  the  month  of  April  last,  before  the 
smmissioner,  the  Federal  army  in  the  year  1863  was  camp^  on  my  plantation, 
in  the  fall  of  that  year.  Among  the  officers  of  the  Federal  army  who  were 
[  remember  distinctly  the  following:  General  Franklin,  who  was  the  command^ 
t;  and  I  also  knew  Generals  Wietzel,  Grover,  and  McGinnis,  the  latter  having 
[uarters  in  my  house;  and  General  Grover  had  his  camp  or  tent  near  [the]  steps 
ling-room. 

Generals  McGinnis  and  Grover  very  well,  having  conversed  with  them  at  dif 
[les.  General  Grover  was  one  of  the  officers  to  whom  I  stated  that  the  cotton 
d  in  my  previous  testimony  as  aforesaid  was  claimant's,  but  Lieutenant  Pol- 
led to  be  in  command  of  the  forces  taking  the  cotton  or  managing  the  taking  oi 

» 

[  said  in  my  testimony  taken  last  April  as  aforesaid  that  *^  I  supposed  that  it 
as  above  stated  by  me  for  the  wounded, ' '  I  know  that  said  cotton  was  thus  taken 
ed  away  and  used  for  said  purpose,  because  it  was  so  ozdraed  by  the  command- 
rs. 

1.  Ex.  236 32 


i 
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At  that  time  and  for  ten  yeats  preyioos  thereto  Augnstin  Dominqae,  who  testified.  ||. 
this  case  to-day,  yraa  a  slave  of  my  husband's.  He  was  the  head  man  on  my  hu8bai^^>g 
plantation,  and  daring  my  husband's  absence  durlDgthewar  he  was  the  manager  of  -^^^ 
cultivation  of  our  plantation.  He  was  our  confidential  slave,  and  during  the  occap^)ic|y 
of  our  premises  by  the  Federals  he  occupied  a  room  in  our  house  adjoining  my  own. 

Cross-examined  by  E.  T.  Lewis^  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States GovemmeDt; 

The  year  previous  to  the  taking  of  said  cotton  we  made  from  50  to  60  bales  on  our  pla^. 
tation.    The  crop  of  the  year  1862  had  been  ginned,  baled,  and  sold  to  different  parties. 

I  have  ne^er  preserved  the  weight  of  said  cottou,  although  it  was  always  weighed  wIud 
gathered,  at  noon  and  at  night.  I  estimate  the  cotton  taken  by  the  Federals  on  myplu. 
tation  in  the  year  1663  from  the  following  facts: 

First.  We  were  in  the  habit  of  making  for  a  series  of  years  from  forty-five  to  sixty 
bales  of  cotton.     Secondly.  By  the  dimension  of  the  houses  in  which  the  cotton  wu     i 
stored.    Thirdly.  The  ^crop  !of  that  year  was  as  good  as  usual.     Fourthly.  The  rmsl 
number  of  hands  cultivated  and  raised  said  cotton.     Fifthly.  The  houses  in  which  the     j 
cotton  was  stored.    Sixthly.  And  from  the  habit  of  daily  weighing  the  cotton  as  it  was 
picked. 

CONSTANCE  GUIDBY. 

[seal.]  LAURENT  DUPRE, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Oommiismer. 

Testimony  of  0ns  Lunt,  taken  (by  consent  of  all  parties)  at  Washington,  La,  July 
29,  1881,  in  behalf  of  claimant. 

Witness  being  duly  sworn,  and  being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Perbodin,  Esq., 
counsel  for  claimant,  says: 

My  name  is  Otis  Lunt.  I  am  twenty-eight  years  of  age.  I  am  living  in  the  parish  of 
Saint  Landry,  where  I  was  bom  and  bred. 

I  live  in  the  town  of  Washington,  in  said  parish.  I  am  a  laborer  by  occupation.  I 
am  not  related  to  claimant.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  result  of  the 
claim  which  is  the  subject-matter  of  inquiry. 

During  the  late  civil  war  I  lived  in  this  parish. 

When  the  Federal  troops  camped  in  and  around  the  town  of  Washington,  in  the  year 
1864,  I  was  in  said  town.  I  frequently,  and  almost  every  day,  visited  the  Federal  camps 
at  that  time.  My  purpose  in  visiting  said  camps  was  to  sell  milk  and  butter.  I  knew 
some  of  the  Federal  officers,  whose  camps  I  visited  as  aforesaid,  viz:  Capt.  Alexander  and 
Lieut  Pompano.  Their  camps  were  at  the  sugar-mill  of  Offut  Brothers,  near  the  town 
of  Washini^n.     At  that  time  I  went  into  the  sugar-mill  of  said  Ofiutt  Brothers. 

I  often  went  into  said  sugar-house  of  Offutt  Brothers  in  company  with  Lienteoant 
Pompano  and  Federal  soldiers. 

There  was  at  that  time  some  sugar  in  said  sugar-house.  Some  of  this  sugar  was  in 
hogsheads  and  some  was  in  vats.  There  were  several  hogsheads  of  sugar,  bat  I  can't 
state  the  number. 

I  saw  some  Federal  soldiers  eating  said  sugar  and  carrying  it  away  in  buckets  and  io 
their  haversacks. 

This  sugar  was  thus  taken  by  the  soldiers  in  presence  of  Lieutenant  Pompano. 

I  never  observed  that  Lieutenant  Pompano  or  any  other  officers  prevented  said  soldien 
from  taking  this  sugar  as  aforesaid.  The  soldiers  would  help  themselves  to  this  sngar 
and  would  go  away  in  the  presence  of  the  officers  unmolested. 

I  don't  know  whether  this  sugar  was  all  taken  away  by  said  soldiers,  as  I  never  Tisitsd 
said  sugar-house  after  they  left;  but  I  know  that  said  soldiers  were  continually  going 
into  said  sugar-house  in  squads  of  five  to  ten  and  helped  themselves  to  this  sugar. 

As  well  as  I  can  recollect  said  soldiers  remained  there  two  or  three  weeks. 

Cross-examined  by  E.  T.  Lewis,  of  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  don't  recollect  how  old  I  was  at  that  time,  but  I  know  I  was  a  good  smart  boy. 

I  think  the  Federal  camp  at  said  sugar-house  consisted  of  about  one  hundred  and 
twenty  men.     Besides  this  camp  there  was  another  one  in  the  town  of  Washington,  I^ 

I  don't  know  who  had  charge  of  the  Offutt  Brothers  plantation  where  said  sap^ 
house  was,  but  I  often  saw  Mrs.  Gibson  at  the  house. 

I  did  not  notice  whether  the  Federal  soldiers  wasted  the  sugar  that  they  took  as  d&x^ 
eoid.     I  frequently  assisted  them  in  making  candy  with  said  sugar  at  their  camp. 

I  was  not  at  their  camp  the  day  on  which  they  left,  and  I  don't  know  whether  they 
took  any  of  it  away  with  them. 

I  was  at  camp  nearly  every  day  while  they  remained  there. 
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I  not  Bee  said  soldiers  destroy  or  waste  any  of  [the]  sngar;  what  they  took  they 

to  take  for  their  personal  use. 

hia 
OTIS  X  LUNT. 
mark. 

L.]  LAURENT  DUPRE. 

Notary  PMic  and  Special  Commisnoner, 


1 
my  of  Mrs.  Antoinette  Thiebaut,  widow  of  W.  A.  Gihson,  deceased,  taken  (by 

isent  of  all  parties)  at  Washington,  La.,  July  26, 1881,  in  behalf  of  claimant. 

ess  being  sworn,  and  being  interrogated  by  Febbeal  F.  Pebbodin,  Esq.,  of 
for  claimant,  witness  says : 

the  same  Antoinette  Thiebant,  widow  of  W.  A.  Gibson,  who  testified  in  this  case 
he  present  commissioner  last  April. 

1 1  stated  in  my  testimony  in  chief  in  this  case  last  April,  that  ''all  tne  si^gar  in 
pir-honse  wa^  taken  away,  I  knew  it  to  be  a  fact,  because  immediately  on  the  de- 
of  the  Federal  troops  from  their  quarters  near  the  sugar-house  of  Offutt  Bros.,  I 
» the  sugar-house  in  company  with  my  husband  and  Mr.  Doc  Gardiner  for  the 
)  of  looking  after  said  sugar.  It  (the  sugar)  had  all  been  taken  by  the  FederaJs. 
lad  not  been  takeii  was  not  fit  to  use,  being  scattered  on  the  ground, 
tad  the  key  of  the  sugar-honse.  The  Federals  gained  entrance  into  said  sugar- 
ly  bursting  the  doors. 

^liam  Ctffutt,  whom  I  have  mentioned  in  my  testimony  taken  last  April,  is  dead. 
tBroe.  were  large  sugar  planters,  and  had  been  cultivating  sugar  for  years  previ- 
^his.  My  husband  la  also  dead.  He  had  been  in  the  employ  of  OfiVitt  Bros,  as  a 
I  a  boat  in  which  thev  had  an  interest. 

>oc  Grardiner  is  now  '  non  compos  mentis. ' '    He  knew  the  same  facts  as  testified  to 
There  was  an  old  negro  woman  on  the  plantation  of  Offhtt  Bros,  with  me  at  the 
rhose  name  was  Hannah  Labyche.     I  think  she  is  still  living.     My  husband  was 
smploy  of  Ofi^tt  Bros,  for  many  years. 

ANTOINETTE  THIEBAUT. 

L.]  LAURENT  DUPRE, 

Notary  FMic  and  Speciai  Commiasioner, 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FILED  BY  FRENCH  AGENT. 
FQed  January  16, 1882.— IF.  F,  P.  dt  L,  L,^  Sees. 


\  No.  90. 


■9  PEBBODIK 

Fkited  States.  ^ 

Washington,  January  16, 1882. 
W.  F.  Peddbiok  and  Lbokce  Lauoel, 

Secretaries : 

are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying  documents  with  the  papers  and  proofi  in 
ive-entitled  case. 

GRIMAUD  DB  CAUX, 
Agent  im  the  part  of  the  French  Bepublie. 

X.  Y. — Laurent  DnprS,  notary  public  and  special  commissioner. 

Opelousas,  12  Septembre  1862. 

oussign^,  habitant  de  la  paroisse  Saint  Landry,  d^laro  avoir  vendu,  k  Jules  Per- 
bmicili^  H  Opelousas,  meme  paroisse,  vingt  balles  de  coton  de  quatre  cents  livres 
an  moins^  &  raison  de  neuf  cents  la  livre  k  prendre  chez  moi  k  Lille  Caranco. 
lit  coton  etant  encore  en  grain  en  ma  cotonnerie  je  m'oblige  de  la  &ire  ^ml^^iftr 
ps  que  le  voudra  le  dit  Perrodin  et  alors  J'en'ferai  la  livraison  tel  qu'il  est  dit  plus 

THELISMAR  GUIDRY. 
!nn: 

V'AUkDEZ, 

Chez  lui  Grande  Coieau, 
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$720.01.    Re^n  de  Jalee  Berrodin  la  somme  de  sept  cent  Yingt  piastres  pour  solde  de 
la  vente  de  vingt  balles  de  ooton  selon  la  vente  possee  avec  lui  ce  12  Septembre  1862. 
Opelousas,  12  Sept,  1862. 

THELISMAR  GUIDRY. 

Opelousas,  te  11  Morn  1863. 

$540.  Je,  8oas8igo6,  habitant  de  la  jHUoisse  Saint  Landry,  d^are  avoir  vendn  k  Jnlei 
Penodin  domicilii  4  Opelousas,  diz  huit  mille  livres  de  ooton  en  graines  (1,800)  d  raison 
de  trente  piastres  le  millier  fonnant  la  somme  de  dnq  cent  qnarante  piastres  dont  j'ai 
le^  le  montant  oe  jonr.  Le  dit  coton  ^tant  en  grenier  chez  moi  je  m'oblige  de  le  tenir 
en  cet  dtat  jiisqn'^  oe  qn'il  soit  possible  d'en  disposer  autrement,  &  la  disposition  de 
Penodin  et  le  porter  an  Monlin  4  mee  finis. 

THELISMAR  OUIDRT. 
T^moin: 

Yalaoez, 

Chez  lui-mSme  Grand  Coteau. 

Ellsha  McDaniel. 

1863,  Mars.  2.     10  Balles  de  coton  chez  loi  qn'il  m'a  vendues  &  15c.  la  (14,922) 

livre Plaquemine. 

Opklousas,  11  Av^l  186a 

$738.30.  Je,  sonssigne,  Elisha  McDaniel,  paroisse  Saint  Landiy,  avoir  venda  k  Mr. 
Jules  Perrodifl  dix  balles  de  ooton  4  laison  de  quinze  sous  la  livre  dont  le  poids  eMde 
quatre  mille  neof  cent  vingt  deux  livres  (4,922  lbs.)  formant  la  somme  de  sept  cent  tnnte 
huit  piastres  &  30-100  dont  j'ai  re^u  le  montant  ce  jour.  Les  susdites  balles  de  ooton 
sont  encore  chez  moi  et  m'obligede  les  tenir  4 1'abritelles  quelles  jusqu'au  joorqn'illM 
-d^sirera. 

ELISHA  McBANEL 
Mabcklin  Jabdeus. 
Yaladbz. 

State  of  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  SaitU  'Landry: 

Be  it  known  that  on  this  —  day  of  September,  A.  D.  1881,  before  me,  undeingDed 
author!^,  personally  came  and  appeared  Mrs.  Constance  Gnidiy,  widow  of  ThelisiBU 
Ouidrj,  deceased,  of  this  parish  and  State,  and  also  appeared  Auguste  Perrodin,  of  sune 
residence,  who  being  duly  sworn  depose  and  say: 

That  they  were  well  acquainted  with  the  late  Thelismar  Guidry,  deceased,  and  leoQg* 
nize  his  signature  to  document  marked  X.  T.,  attached  thereto,  as  real  and  genuine. 

(X)NSTANCE  GUIDBT. 
A.  PERRODIN. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  >— »  day  of  September,  1881. 
In  testimony  whereof  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  affixed  my  official  SMP*- 
tnre.  , 

[seal.]  LAURENT  DUPRE, 

Notary  PMie  and  Special  Commiseumir- 

The  within  and  foregoing  document  has  been  examined  by  us,  and  I  have  taken  oog- 

nizance  of  the  same  before  being  forwarded  to  Washington,  D.  C. 

LEWIS  &  BRO., 
Special  Attomeys  for  the  United  SMa- 
September  20, 1881. 

STIPULATION  ALLOWING  EVIDENCE  AS  TO  PRICE  OF  COTTON  FILED  IK 

NO.  251  TO  BE  USED  IN  THIS  CASE. 


Filed  January  16, 1882.— TT.  F.  P.  A  L,  L„  Sect, 
\  No.  90. 


Jules  Pebbodik 

The  UiriTED  States. 

It  is  hereby  stipulated  and  agreed  that  the  evidence  heretofore  taken  and  filed  in  tb* 
ease  of  Augnstos  Burleigh,  admuuBtxaAot  ^  ^  *Y:tkSb  \InltAd  States,  No.  351,  relative  to  ^ 


hr 
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^cotton  from  1861  to  1866,  may  be  used  as  eyidence  on  the  trial  of  aboye-entitled 

he  United  States  not  admitting  that  it  is  dedsive  of  the  measure  of  damage  to  be 

I. 

ie  United  States— 

JOHN  DAVIS, 

AdnHant  Coun9el, 
ABY  16,  1881. 

AUD  DB  CAUX, 

[ffenifor  the  IVench  RepMie, 

oonsel  for  the  United  States  introdnoes  as  evidence  document  marked  A,  show- 
paratire  prices  of  middling  cottons,  and  especially  the  price  of  cottons  in  the 
of  April,  May,  and  June,  1863. 

Uve  prices  of  middling  coUon  at  New  Orleans  on  the  first  day  of  each  month  during  a 

period  of  five  yenrs. 


• 

1865-'66. 

1864-*6S. 

1868->64. 

1862-*68. 

1861-'e2. 

ir„. , ^ , 

CtnU. 
42  to  — 
44  to  45 
65  to  66 
60  to  51 

—  to  51 
48  to  49 

—  to  46 
40  to  41 
86  to  — 
88  to  89 
86  to  88 

OmU, 

Cenit. 

OefdM. 

CeniM, 
9  tolO 

161  to  168 
119tol20 
127  to  128 
118tol20 
68to  70 
—to  75 

62to  68 
66to  78 
Tito  72 
72to  78 

—  to  70 
82to  88 

—  to  70 
82to  84 
92to  93 

—  to  160 
160  to  168 

8ito  9 

>r 

r « 

—to  64 

—  to  541 

—  to  58 
—to  62 

—  to  80 

—  to  72 
—to  60 

9  to  9i 
101  to  11 
10  toll 

10  toll 

11  to  — 
9itol0| 

85to  86 
42to  48 
40to  — 
42to  44 

—  to  68 

lis  J.  Bright,  do  hereby  certify  that  I  am  now,  and  have  been  for  many  jean^ 
le  proprietors  of  the  New  Orleans  Price-Carrent,  a  newspaper  published  m  the 
7ew  Orleans,  and  especially  devoted  to  the  work  of  giving  a  correct  list  of  the 
r commerce  in  the  New  Orleans  market;  that  the  above  tabulated  statements  are 
}  from  the  reports  of  men  whose  capadty  and  competency  have  been  established 
I  of  experience,  and  were  taken  from  tiie  files  of  the  Price-Current  now  in  my 
in  and  custody,  and  are  true  and  correct  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  be- 

L.  J.  BRIGHT. 

I  to  and  subscribed  before  me,  notary,  at  New  Orleans,  this  18  June,  1881. 

ANDREW  HERO, 

Notary  JPitbUe, 


2  TO  AGENT  AND  COUNSEL  ,FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  THE 
CLOSING  OF  PROOFS  ON  THE  PART  OF  MEMORIALISTS. 

Filed  JMruary  24,  1882.— fF.  F.  P.  <fc  L,  i.,  Sees. 

I  Pbbbodin     ) 

w.  y  No.  90. 

:iTKD  States.  J 

(78  BUBLSIiQH,   ADM'B  ABNAUD, 

The  United  States. 


[  No.  251. 


90BOE  S.   BoUTWELL, 

gent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States: 

!*leafle  take  notice  that  the  proofi  in  the  above-entitled  cases  are  closed  on  the 
he  memorialists. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBRUN, 

Counsel  for  the  French  Republic. 
ALEX.  PORTER  MORSE, 

Assistant  Counsd. 
inoton,  February  24,  1882. 
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MOTION  FOR  LEAVE  TO  WITHDRAW  NOTICE  OF  CLOSING, 
Filed  March  14,  1882.— TT.  F,  P.  d:  L.  L.,  Sees, 


Jules  Pebbodik 
The  United  States 


[no.  90. 


B^Aiid  now  comes  the  ootmsel  for  the  French  Republic  and  moves  the  Commimion  for  an 
order  allowing  the  memorialist  in  the  above-entitl^  cause  to  witfadiaw  the  notice  of 
dosing  the  proofs  in  his  case  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  record  proo&  of  the  possession 
and  occupancy  of  Saint  Landry  Parish,  Louisiana,  by  the  United  States  Army,  when  the 
memorialist's  property  was  taken  and  used  by  the  said  Army. 

CHAS.  A.  DE  CHAMBRUN, 

Counsel  for  the  French  BepMie, 
ALEX.  PORTER  MORSE, 

AssiOmU  QnmseL 
Washington,  D.  C,  JUarch  14,  1882. 


DOCUMENTARY   EVIDENCE  FROM  THE  WAR  DEPARTMENT,   FILED  ^j. 

BEHALF  OF  CLAIMANT. 


I  No.  90. 


FOedMay^,  1882.— TT.  F.  P.,  Sec, 

Jules  Pebbodin 
vs. 
The  United  States.  . 

Washington,  May  26, 188SL 

Messrs.  W.  F.  Peddbick  and  Leonce  Laugel, 

Secrelaries: 

You  are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying  documents  with  the  papers  and  pioofi  in 

the  above-entitled  case  on  behalf  of  claimant.  

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  Slala. 

JOHN  DAVIS. 

Assistant  Cmtd, 

Depabthent  of  State, 
Washington,  May  22, 1882. 

John  Davis,  Esq., 

Assistant  Counsel,  <frc.,  French  and  American  Claims  Commission: 

Sib:  I  beg  to  transmit  herewith  certain  certified  copies  which  have  been  ftiniiBhedby 

the  War  Department  in  response  to  the  request  contained  in  your  communication  of  tbe 

4th  ultimo,  for  use  in  the  case  of  Jules  Perrodin  vs.  The  United  States,  No.  90. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  C.  BANCROFT  DAVIS, 

Assistant  Qmstd. 

(Inclosure:)  The  certified  copies  which  accompanied  War  Department  letter  of  ^ 
19th  instant. 

Wab  Depabtmknt,  1^ 

Washington  City,  May  19, 188SL     |;Hi 
The  Hon.  Secbetaby  of  State: 

Sib:  In  answer  to  your  communication  of  April  6th,  1882,  requesting  copies  of  offt«in 

papers  for  use  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  in  the  caw  o(  J^^  W^ 

Perrodin,  No.  90,  I  have  the  honor  to  forward  herewith  certified  copies  of  the  foUowutf  v^, 

papers:  1.^^ 

General  Banks  to  General  Halleck,  April  23,  1863.  1!^ 

General  Banks  to  General  Halleck,  May  4,  1863.  1^ 

General  Banks  to  General  Halleck,  May  4,  1863.  1^ 

General  Banks  to  General  HaUeck,  March  18,  1864.  I  ;^« 

Capt.  G.  N.  Lieber  to  Colonel  lLe\\«u,  Cy:ito\j«t  ^,  \SfiS.  I  -»* 
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G«n«!al  Banks  to  Creneral  Halleck,  October  16,  1863. 

No  record  is  found  of  any  letter  addressed  by  General  Stone  to  Colonel  Kelton,  dated 
NoTember  20,  1863,  bnt  a  copy  of  a  letter  dated  November  19, 1863,  from  General  Stone 
to  the  A^jntant-General  is  given  with  accompanying  copies. 

The  *'  cypher  dispatch  '^  referred  to  in  Colonel  Lieber's  letter  of  October  9, 1863,  is  not 
found,  nor  can  General  Washbnm's  letter  of  November  7,  1863,  be  found  with  any  rec- 
ords filed  in  the  office  of  the  Adjutant-General. 
Geoeral  Washburn's  records  for  November  and  December,  1863,  are  not  on  file. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

ROBERT  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War.    • 

Wak  Depaetmknt, 
Washington  City,  April  15,  1882. 

PoiBoant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  StatuteSj  I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  are 
true  copies  of  letters  filed  with  records  of  headquarters  of  the  Army  in  this  Department. 

In  witDess  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand,  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  War  De* 
psftment  to  be  affixed,  on  the  day  and  year  fijrst  above  written. 

[seal.]  ROBT.  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  War, 

Headquabters  Department  op  the  Gulp, 

New  Orleans,  October  9,  1863. 
Col  J.  C.  Kblton, 

AmsUmt  Adjutant-General,  Headquarters  of  Vie  Army: 

SiB:  I  have  the  honor  to  forward  by  this  mail,  addressed  to  the  General-in-Chief,  a 
cipher  dispatch  just  received  from  Ma^or-General  Banks,  and  which  I  was  directed  to 
*nd  by  the  steamer  which  sails  to-morrow. 

Very  respectfully.  Colonel,  your  obedient  servant, 

G.  NORMAN  LIEBER, 
Acting  Assistant  Adjutant-Qeneral, 

■ 

Headquabterb  Department  of  the  Gulp, 

New  Orleans,  October  16,  1864. 
Hiy,-G«n.  H.  W.  Halleck, 

Commander-in-Chief,  Ac: 

OfiXERAL:  I.  Thus  far  in  my  administration  I  have  not  troubled  the  Government  about 
>ttgibe8. 

When  I  arrived  at  New  Orleans  I  found  many  thousand  in  idleness..  I  set  them  all  to 
^ork  for  wages  wherever  they  pleased  to  go.  What  with  the  system  of  compensated 
'Ahor  by  the  Government,  and  by  individuals  universally  adopted,  and  their  enlistment 
^  soldiers,  they  were  all  employed  and  all  supported  by  their  labor.  With  esx^ption  of 
^e  brief  period  when  the  enemy  occupied  a  portion  of  country  west  of  the  Mississippi, 
^ere  has  not  been  a  day  when  I  would  not  gladly  accepted  ten,  twenty,  fifty  thousand 
'^^groes,  in  addition  to  those  I  found  here,  fi^m  any  part  of  the  country.  We  had  est!- 
'''^ftted  their  labor  on  Government  plantations  at  near  a  quarter  million  dollars  for  the 
year. 

llie  condition  is  now  changed.  I  have  in  obedience  to  orders  from  the  Government 
^'inied  over  to  agents  of  the  Treasury  Department  all  plantations  and  plantation  property. 

The  disposition  of  this  property  that  is  made  is  a  matter  of  public  interest.  Those 
^ho  have  leased  them  prefer,  in  working  them,  the  able-bodied  men  and  women  to  the 
^^bled  and  infirm.  They  are  daily  sifting  them  out,  placing  the  helpless  on  planta- 
"008,  as  X  am  informed,  that  are  and  have  l^n  uncultivated. 

fii  ^  officially  notified  of  the  fact  that  they  are  there.  It  is  expected  the  military  au- 
^'^rities  are  to  support  them. 

^o^ay  I  received  information  that  large  numbers  of  negroes  are  coming  into  Brashear 
^m  the  Teche  country.  They  are,  of  course,  nearly  all  incapable  of  providing  for  them- 
*f*^^  The  rebels  have  run  into  Texas  and  Upper  Louisiana  all  that  are  valuable.  The 
^▼eminent  finds  itself  in  this  position:  The  lessors  of  Government  plantations  and  the 
^^y  turn  over  to  us  all  their  helpless  men,  women,  and  children. 

We  turn  over,  very  gladly,  all  plantation  property  to  the  Treasury  Department.  Does 
^^  support  of  the  infirm  and  poor  negroes  go  with  the  property  to  which  they  naturally 
^^Qg,  or  is  it  a  charge  upon  the  army  as  military  expenses,  and  fastened  upon  the  War 
T^partment  and  paid  out  of  the  war  estimates  and  appropriations?  If  the  latter,  I  de- 
^'i^  an  order  to  that  effect  and  means  provided  for  defraying  the  cost. 

^^  is  a  pressing  and  important  subject  here,  increasing  in  magnitude  daily,  and  Qllbe^^ 
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inBtrnctioiis  as  to  my  oonrae.    The  process  pnrsaed  will  bring  ns  tens  of  thoiuBiidfl  befin» 
winter  is  over. 

II.  When  I  assumed  command  of  this  department  I  found  11,000  fiunilies  sapported 
at  the  pnblic  expense.  By  exposing  .frauds,  cutting  oft  the  contributions  to  &milies  of 
soldiers  in  the  rebel  army,  who  do  not  seem  entitled  to  support  at  our  hands,  and  requir- 
ing our  soldiers,  where  they  are  regularly  paid,  to  support  their  fi&milies,  I  haye  reduced 
the  number  of  fiunilies  receiving  rations  to  5,500,  instead  of  11,000,  and  the  number  of 
lations  from  143,000  to  72,250. 

.The  coming  winter  will,  I  fear,  be  one  of  terrible  suffering  here.  The  people  are  be- 
coming poorer  every  hour,  and  some  supplies,  as  of  coal  and  wood,  are  insufficient  for  the 
wants  of  the  Government,  to  say  nothing  of  the  people. 

Hitherto  these  expenses  have  been  paid  out  of  rents,  contributions  levied  upon  rebel 
property,  &c 

lliis  property  is  now  turned  over  to  the  Treasury  officers.  I  do  not  oomplion  of  this. 
The  administration  of  these  charities  and  providing  for  the  n^roes  has  been  a  labor  of 
far  greater  intensity  and  suffering  than  the  creation  of  an  army  and  the  conduct  of  cam- 
paigns. My  inquiry  is,  ought  not  these  charities  to  go  with  the  only  property  out  of 
which  they  can  be  properly  paid  ?  Ought  the  expense  of  supporting  from  six  to  ten 
thousand  iiftmilies,  as  will  be  this  winter,  to  be  considered  as  a  part  of  my  military  ex- 
penses and  charged  to  war  appropriations?  If  it  be  so,  I  request  that  orders  may  be 
given  without  delay  to  that  effect,  and  means  provided  therefor.  The  calls  upon  us 
veiy  urgent,  increasing  in  number,  and  come  from  families  hitherto  beyond  want. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  yours,  &c. 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
Mqjor-Oeneral  Oomwumding. 


A  part  of  the  anticipated  increase  in  the  number  of  &milies  arises  fit>m  the  numl 
that  are  evicted  in  the  process  of  reducing  the  tenements  to  the  possession  of  the  Go^ 
0niment. 

WaB  DEPABTBCEirr, 

WashingUm  CUy,  April  15,  1863.....^ 

,  Pursuant  to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  I  hereby  certify  that  the  annexed  ^^ 
^e  trauscripts  from  letter-books  Department  of  the  Gulf,  in  this  Department. 

In  witness  whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  caused  the  seal  of  the  War      ^ 
partment  to  be  affixed  on  the  day  and  year  first  above  written. 

[8ICAL.]  ROBT.  T.  LINCOLN, 

Secretary  of  Wt 


[Headquarters  Deftartment  of  the  Oulf,  Nineteenth  Army  Corps.] 

Opslousas,  April  23, 1863. 
M%j.  Gen.  W.  H.  Hallbck, 

OenereU'tn-Chief,  Washinffton,  D,  C: 

Genebal:  Since  my  Nos.  9  and  10  of  the  17th  instant,  I  have  had  neither  timei» 
prepare  formal  dispatches,  nor,  until  now,  convenient  opportunity  for  sending  them;  I 
have,  however,  endeavored  to  keep  you  constantly  advised  of  our  movements  and  tbeir 
results  by  telegraph  through  General  Sherman,  commanding  at  New  Orleans. 

On  the  evening  of  the  17th,  General  Grover,  who  had  marched  frt>m  New  Iberia  by  a 
shorter  road  and  thus  gained  the  advance,  met  the  enemy  at  Bayou  Vermillion.  The 
enemy's  force  consisted  of  a  considerable  number  of  cavalry — about  1,000  infimtiyuid 
six  pieces  of  artillery — masked  in  a  strong  position  on  the  opposite  bank  wiUi  whkb 
we  were  unacquainted.  The  enemy  was  driven  from  his  position,  but  not  until  he  had 
succeeded  in  destroying  the  bridge  over  the  bayou  by  fire.  Eveiything  had  been  pre- 
viously arranged  for  this  purpose.  The  enemy's  flight  was  precipitate.  The  night  of 
the  17th  and  the  whole  of  the  next  day  were  occupied  in  pushing  forward  with  vigpr  Ih^ 
reconstruction  of  this  bridge. 

On  the  19th  the  march  was  resumed  and  continued  to  the  vicinity  of  Grand  OoteaOt 
and  on  the  following  afternoon  our  main  force  occupied  Opelonsas,  the  ciivaiiy,  sop- 
ported  by  one  regiment  of  in&ntry  and  a  section  of  artillery,  being  thrown  forward  lo 
Washington,  on  the  Courtableau,  a  distance  of  six  miles. 

The  command  rested  on  the  21st;  yesterday  morning,  the  22d,  I  sent  out  Brigadier' 

General  Dwight  with  his  brigade  of  Grover's  division,  and  detachments  of  artillery  «&» 

cavaliy,  to  push  forward  through  Washington  towards  Alexandria;  he  found  the  bridgtf 

over  Bayou  Cocodrie  and  Boeuff  destroy^,  and  occupied  the  evening  and  night  io J^ 

pJadng  them  by  a  single  bridge  at  the  junction  of  the  two  bayous;  the  people  say  that 
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the  enemy  threw  large  quantities  of  ammnnition  and  some  small-arms  into  Bayou 
Cocodrie,  and  that  the  Tezans  declared  they  were  going  to  Texas;  here  the  steamer 
Ifare  was  bnmt  by  the  enemy,  and  the  principal  portion  of  her  cargo,  which  had  been 
transferred  to  a  fl^  captured  by  ns;  a  dispatch  was  found  by  General  Dwight,  in  which 
GoYemor  Moore  tells  General  Taylor  to  retreat  to  Alexandria,  and  if  pressed  to  retire  to 
Texas;  General  Dwight  will  push  well  forwiod  to-day  and  probably  halt  to-morrow,  to 
eontinue  his  march  or  return,  according  to  circumstances. 

A  reoonnoitering  expedition  sent  out  one  day's  march  on  the  Texas  road  has  discovered 
nothing  of  the  enemy.  This  force  consisted  of  the  Fourth  Wisconsin,  Lieutenant-Colo- 
nel Bean,  one  section  of  artillery,  and  two  companies  of  the  Second  Rhode  Island 
Cavalry. 

An  expedition  consisting  of  the  One  hundred  and  sixty-second  New  York,  Lieutenant- 
Colonel  Blanchard,  one  section  of  artillery,  and  Barrett's  company  B,  First  Louisiana 
Cavalry,  accompanied  by  Captain  Dunham,  Assistant  Ad|jutant- General  and  First  Lieuten- 
int  Harwood,  engineers  (both  of  my  staff),  was  sent  out  yesterday  morning  by  way  of 
Bane's  Landing  to  examine  the  Bayou  Courtableau  in  the  direction  of  Butte  a  la  Bose. 
Laet  night  Captain  Dunham  reported  the  road  impassable  four  miles  beyond  Barre'a 
Landing,  and  that  the  expedition  had  captured  the  steamer  Ellen  in  a  small  bayou  lead- 
ing out  of  the  Courtableau.    This  capture  is  a  timely  assistance  to  us. 

I  informed  you  in  my  No.  9  that  I  had  ordered  the  gunboats  to  take  Butte  a  la  Rose, 
^is  was  handsomely  done,  without  serious  loss,  on  the  morning  of  the  20th  instant,  by 
Lieatenant-Commander  Cook,  United  States  Navy,  with  his  gunboats  and  four  com- 
panies  of  infantry.  We  captured  here  the  garrison  of  sixty  men  and  its  commander, 
^o  heavy  guns  in  position  and  in  good  order,  a  larfgo  quantity  of  ammunition,  and  the 
^ey  of  the  Atchafidaya. 

1  immediately  sent  the  remainder  of  the  regiment,  part  of  which  went  upon  the  gun- 
h<^tB,  to  proceed  to  Butte  a  la  Rose,  the  whole  regiment  to  garrison  that  work  and  hold 
It  to  the  last  extremity. 

This  afternoon  the  steamer  Comie,  which  we  captured  at  Franklin,  has  arrived  at 
Washington  with  supplies,  and  the  other  boats  are  on  the  way.  The  depot  will  for  the 
P'l'esent  be  at  Washington  or  Barre's  Landing}  and  our  communications  will  be  by  the 
^Courtableau  and  Atchafalaya. 

I  have  just  learned  from  M%jor-General  Augur,  at  Baton  Rouge,  that  it  is  reported 
^ere,  and  believed  by  Commander  Alden  and  himself,  thatFarragut  has  been  re-en- 
^^>roed  by  five  gunboats  from  Yicksburg,  and  has  gone  to  the  Red  River  and  the  mouth 
^f  the  Atchaffdaya.  I  hope  General  Augur  will  have  had  signal  communication  with 
tli«  Admiral  to-day. 

I  inclose  for  your  information  copies  of  two  communications  from  General  Grant,  dated 
March  23,  and  received  this  instant,  and  copies  of  my  replies. 

I  send  a  duplicate  of  my  dispatch  to  General  Grant  by  special  messenger  via  New 
York. 

If,  as  General  Grant  informs  me,  he  can  well  spare  me  an  army  corps  of  20,000  men,. 
^  earnestly  request  that  that  force  maybe  sent  to  me  at  the  earliest  practicable  moment, 
^Qd  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  it  should  join  me  on  the  AtchfUfalaya,  aud  proceed 
^^uongh  Grand  River  or  Bayou  Sorrel  and  Bayou  Plaquemine  to  Baton  Rouge.  I  can 
Bupply  this  re-enforcement  from  the  moment  it  joins  me  on  the  Atchafalaya,  provided  it 
^ngs  its  own  water  transportation. 

.  I  hope  not  to  be  obliged  to  lose  a  moment  in  improving  the  decisive  advantages  gained 
^  this  section.  We  have  destroyed  the  enemy's  army  and  navy  and  made  their  reor- 
S^nization  impossible  by  destroying  or  removing  the  material.  We  hold  the  key  of  tb» 
position. 

Among  the  evidences  of  our  victory  are  2,000  prisoners,  two  transports,  and  twenty 
pins  (including  one  piece  of  theValverdi  Battery],  and  more  than  1,000  stands  of  small- 
^'^n  taken;  and  three  gunboats  and  eight  transports  destroyed. 

If  the  Government  will  send  20,000  more  troojis  here  I  will  take  Port  Hudson  at  once. 
^  it  will  send  the  ironclads  that  were  engaged  at  Charleston  I  will  take  Mobile,  hold 
[^  forts,  and  close  its  harbor  against  the  commerce  that  now  pours  into  its  gates  in  spite 
^  the  blockade. 

^  }^ether  General  Grant's  forces  join  me  or  not  I  hope  you  will  at  least  lend  me  a  suf- 
^ent  force  from  the  Department  of  the  South  to  decide  matters  finally  in  this  depart- 
^^tkt    I  can  send  them  back,  if  necessary,  as  soon  as  it  is  done. 

.  \t  the  necessary  means  are  given  at  once,  the  opportunity  for  opening  the  Mississippi 
^  ^n  our  hands. 
^  hope  to  be  able  to  send  a  detailed  report  of  our  operations  by  the  next  mail. 
^  have  the  honor  to  be.  General,  very  respectAilly,  vour  most  obedient  servant, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
Major-General  Commander^ 
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[Headquarters  Department  of  the  Golf,  Nineteenth  Army  Corpe.] 

Opelotjsas,  May  4, 1863. 
M^j.  Gen.  H.  W.  Halleck, 

Commander^n-Chief: 

Genebal:  In  the  progress  of  this  army  I  have  deemed  it  expedient,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent a  reorganization  of  the  rebel  army,  to  deprive  the  rebel  government  of  all  possible 
means  of  support,  and  to  take  possession  of  mules,  horses,  cattle,  and  the  staple  prod- 
acts  of  the  country,  cotton,  sugar,  and  tobacco. 

I  have  given  the  people  to  understand  that  those  who  are  well  disposed  and  entitled 
to  the  favor  of  the  Government  will  receive  compensation  for  this  property  according  to 
its  value  in  this  country  at  the  time  of  our  arrival,  with  its  restricted  markets  and  lia- 
bility to  destruction  by  guerillas  or  confiscation  by  the  Confederate  Government.    In 
round  numbers  I  may  say  that  20,000  beeves,  mules,  and  horses  have  been  forwarded  to 
Brashears  City,  with  5,000  bales  of  cotton  and  many  hogsheads  of  sugar.     Some  protests 
have  been  received  from  those  assuming  to  be  French  or  English  subjects  against  the 
possession  of  this  property  by  the  Government,  but  I  have  regarded  it  as  a  war  measure 
and  placed  the  protests  upon  file,  without  other  responses  than  that  I  have  stated 
above,  verbally  given  to  all  these  parties.     I  believe  it  will  be  expedient  to  adopt  a  difier- 
ent  principle,  and  should  we  reach  Alexandria  under  circumstances  that  will  justify  our 
holding  that  point  for  any  length  of  time  I  propose  to  announce  to  the  people  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  will  levy  a  contribution  of  50  per  cent,  upon  all  the 
staple  products  of  the  country,  cotton,  sugar,  and  tobacco,  and  that  subject  to  this  con-    _ 
tribution  they  will  be  permitted,  without  diiscrimination  of  persons,  to  t^nansport  theii^^ 
products  to  the  markets  of  New  Orleans,  where  they  may  be  sold  under  the  supervisioi^^ 
of  the  Government,  they  receiving  in  Federal  currency  their  proportion  of  the  proceed^^ 
of  sale.     I  believe  that  this  policy  will  loosen  from  filty  to  a  hundred  and  fifty  thousan:^ 
bales  of  cotton.     Had  we  force  enough  to  hold  this  country  for  any  length  of  time  i 


revenue  received  by  the  Government  would  be  enormous,  the  advants^es  to  the  peof]^^^ 
immediate  and  important,  enabling  them  to  protect  themselves  from  starvation,  whl^.^^^ 
will  inevitably  be  upon  them  within  the  coming  year,  and  at  the  same  time  relieve  %:.^ 
•domestic  and  foreign  manufacturers  in  a  great  degree  of  the  cotton  starvation  nn^^^ 
which  they  are  suffering.     I  am  aware  that  at  first  thought  this  may  seem  to  be  in  (^oio. 
flict  with  the  act  of  confiscation,  but  upon  full  consideration  I  am  satisfied  that  it  ^^3^ 
not  interfere  with  the  policy  of  the  Government.     In  the  first  place  it  is  applicable  On/^ 
to  perishable  property.     None  of  the  property  can  be  appropriated  to  the  Govermneo^ 
without  the  consent  of  the  parties  in  interest,  as  it  is  possible  for  them  in  every  instance 
to  destroy  it  if  they  will.     A  large  portion  of  it  is  hidden.     Its  discovery  and  tranqwr. 
tation  requires  valuable  time  which  the  army  can  illy  afford. 

To  prevent  its  destruction  and  to  avoid  the  difficulties  entailed  by  appropriating  oar 
transportation  to  this  purpose,  it  will  be  necessary  to  give  the  people  possessing  it  some 
interest  in  its  preservation  and  Rale,  and  this  I  am  confident  will  securo  both  objects. 
A  hundred  thousand  bales  would  yield  to  the  Government  a  revenue  of  ten  to  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  at  present  prices;  it  will  yield  to  the  people  a  larger  interest  than  they 
-csai  obtain  from  the  Confederate  Government,  circulate  through  the  State  the  Federal 
currency,  and  make  them  dependent  upon  our  markets  for  the  necessaries  of  life;  it  will 
go  far  toward  restoring  parties  the  most  hostile  to  the  restoration  of  the  Government 
It  is  problematical,  of  course,  whether  such  a  policy  can  be  initiated,  and  if  initiated, 
whether  it  will  be  successful.  If  opportunity  offers,  I  shall  try  the  experiment,  and  ask 
the  instructions  of  the  Government  if  it  be  thought  to  be  inconsistent  with  its  policy. 
I  desire  to  say  that  thus  far  in  the  progress  of  the  army,  every  dollar^s  worth  of  prop- 
erty, excepting  that  which  has  been  taken  by  individual  robbers  in  money  and  jewebrjr, 
who  have  been  summarily  punished  therefor,  has  been  scrupulously  appropriated  to  tlie 
use  of  the  Government;  not  a  speculator  nor  a  plunderer  follows  the  trail  of  the  army, 
and  none  will  be  permitted  in  this  campaign. 

I  have  the  gratification  of  representing  in  the  most  unqualified  manner  the  general dcsixe 
of  the  people  fur  the  restoration  of  the  Government;  many  thousands  would  gladly  at 
once  renew  their  obligations  to  its  support  did  I  encourage  it;  four  hundred  of  our  pris- 
oners of  war  have  voluntarily  taken  the  oath  of  allegience,  and  there  aro  manifestations 
of  various  kinds  which  show  that  the  spirit  of  rebellion  and  the  Confederacy  has  pfi^Kd 
fiom  the  minds  of  this  people.  There  is  excellent  opportunity,  by  a  wise  and  oonciliar 
tory  policy,  to  realize,  in  this  quarter  at  least,  the  most  sanguine  expectations  of  the 
President. 

On  the  march  to  this  point  I  ordered  the  arrest  of  ex-ljrovemor  Mouton,  who  occapied 
the  gubernatorial  chair  in  1845  and  subsequently;  he  is  a  man  of  large  inflneoceand 
intelligence,  and  has  wielded  with  an  iron  hand  his  power  over  the  masses  of  the  people 
in  this  part  of  the  country*,  he  waa  pt«e^!^<&ii\*  ^^  tVift  convention  that  declared  Louisiana 
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to  haTe  separated  from  the  Union;  his  influence  is  still  important,  and  at  a  time  when 
the  sentiments  of  the  people  were  in  transition  from  acquiescence  in  the  Confederate 
GoTemment  and  a  recognition  and  renewal  of  their  obligations  to  the  Union,  it  seemed 
to  me  important  that  snch  a  man  should  at  least  be  quiet.  I  have  ordered  him  therefore 
to  be  sent  to  New  Orleans  in  the  custody  of  the  provost-marshal-general,  with  instruc- 
tions to  that  officer  to  provide  him  comfortable  quarters,  but  not  to  allow  general  inter- 
course with  the  people  of  that  city,  where  he  will  remain  until  further  orders  from  the 
Government,     lliis  is  the  only  arrest  made,  except  for  crime. 

The  inclosed  dispatch  to  the  Secretary  of  State  I  beg  may  be  transmitted  to  his  De- 
partment. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
Major-General^  Commanding, 

[Headquarters  Department  of  the  Gulf,  Ninteenth  Army  Corpe.] 

Opklousas,  Mai/  4,  1863. 
Maj.  Gen.  H.  W.  Halleck, 

General-in-Chief,  U,  S.  A.,  WashingUmy  D,  C: 

Sib:  On  the  20th  of  April  Butte-a-la-Koee  was  captured  by  the  gunboats  attached  to 
^e  fleet  of  this  department,  orders  having  been  sent  to  make  an  attack  from  these  head- 
^tuirters.     From  that  date,  by  some  unaccountable  and  unexplained  delay,  not  the 
slightest  eflbrt  was  made  to  open  the  Atcha&laya,  or  to  penetrate  the  Courtableau  to  the 
^^adquarters  of  my  corps  at  Opelousas.     The  first  boat  that  opened  the  Courtableau  to 
i^ashington  was  the  Comie,  a  little  transport  steamer  that  we  had  captured  from  the 
^emy  at  that  bayou.     But  for  this  delay  communication  would  early  have  been  opened 
}^th  Admiral  Farragut,  and  my  command  would  have  continued  to  march.     On  the  2d 
distant  communication  was  opened  with  Admiral  Farragut,  at  the  mouth  of  Red  River, 
^y  aid  of  the  gunboat  Arizona,  Captain  Upton  commanding,  accompanied  by  Captain 
l^vinham  of  my  staff.     Copies  of  my  communications  to  the  admiral  are  inclosed.     I  so- 
licited his  co-operation  in  the  movement  tipon  Alexandria,  the  possession  of  Red  River 
being  necessary  for  the  security  of  our  means  of  supply.      He  had  been  waiting  anx- 
iously for  two  or  more  boats  that  had  passed  the  batteries  at  Vicksburg,  but  up  to  this 
^Ukte  they  had  not  joined  him.     He  feared  he  would  not  receive  assistance  from  that  quar- 
ter.     It  appears  that  they  were  engaged  in  a  cannonade  upon  the  batteries  at  Grand 
Oulf.      He  said  if  he  could  be  supported  by  the  gunboats  on  our  line  he  would  under- 
t^ake  to  move  against  Alexandria  in  co-operation  with  the  army.     We  have  made  every 
possible  exertion;  I  have  been  upon  the  Atcha£f»laya  myself  one  or  two  days  to  hurry 
forward  the  boats.     Three  of  them  have  joined  the  admiral;  two  others  will  join  him 
^t  the  close  of  this  week,  giving  him  a  force  sufficient  for  his  purpose,  we  believe.     But 
X  still  have  hopes  that  some  of  Admiral  Porter's  boats  will  join  him  in  the  expedition. 
fie  anticipates,  as  you  will  see  by  copies  of  the  dispatches  inclosed,  that  Kirby  Smith, 
^^th  a  force  of  15,000  men,  will  go  down  the  Black  River  in  transports.     He  will  send 
Ids  boats  to  the  mouth  of  that  river  to  intercept  them,  should  they  reach  him  in  time. 
It  is  quite  possible,  however,  for  Smith  to  leave  the  Washita  at  Monroe,  and  march  to 
Shrevesport  or  Copenhagen  or  Harrisonburg  on  the  same  stream,  and  march  to  Alexan- 
dria, avoiding  thus  the  mouth  of  Black  River.     Could  we  be  joined  by  a  force  of  20,- 
000  men  from  Grant,  Which  he  could  well  spare  if  he  had  transportation  for  them,  and  the 
boats  that  have  all  passed  the  batteries  at  Vick^tburg,  we  could  permanently  hold  and 
control  the  entire  territory  west  of  the  Mississippi.     The  ultimate  and  not  distant  evacu- 
ation of  Port  Hudson  and  Vicksburg  would  be  certain,  and  the  capture  of  the  whole  or 
part  of  the  force  of  each  fortress  be  most  probable.     I  still  hope  that  we  may  adopt  the 
policy  of  concentrating  our  forces.     A  dispatch  this  morning  received  from  Baton  Rouge 
announces  the  &ct  that  a  regiment  of  cavalry  nine  hundred  strong,  with  a  battery  of  artil- 
lery, under  command  of  Colonels  Grierson  and  Prince,  left  La  Grange,  near  Memphis, 
in  Tenn. ,  arrived  in  Baton  Rouge  on  the  2d  instant,  after  a  march  of  seventeen  days,  and 
with  a  loss  of  only  four  men,  destroying  large  quantities  of  provisions,  burning  many 
bridges,  cars,  and  engines,  a^d  capturing  and  paroling  1,600  prisoners,     If  the  colonel 
would  join  us  at  Alexandria  we  could  capture  the  legislature,  which  commences  its  session 
this  month  at  Shrevesport,  or  compel  their  adjournment  to  Texas.    I  shall  invite  him  to 
do  so,  assuring  him  that  in  that  event  he  may  return  by  the  Black  River  through  Illinois, 
Ark^sas,  Kentucky,  to  Tennessee.     My  command  moves  this  morning  in  the  direction 
of  Alexandria,  General  Dwigh^'s  brigade  of  Grover*s  division  in  the  advance.    The  other 
divisions  will  move  forward  to-morrow.     The  purpose  of  the  movement  is  to  ascertain 
definitely  the  strength  and  purposes  of  the  enemy  at  Alexandria,  and  to  occupy  that 
place  or  not,  as  events  justify.     I  will  report  to  you  regularly  our  progress  and  results. 
Brigadier-Generi^  Emory  leaves  his  division  this  day  on  account  of  ei^\«re  illuesa  and 
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goes  to  New  Orleans  for  twenty  days.  His  division  is  placed  temporarily  under  eom- 
maud  of  Brigadier-General  Weitzel,  WeitzePs  division  in  the  mean  time  being  oidered 
to  report  to  General  Dwight  in  the  advance. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  much  respect,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
Mtufor-Chneral,  Oommamdm§. 

Hbadquabtebs  Dbpabtment  of  the  Gulp, 

New  Orleana,  November  19,  1863. 
Adjtttant-Gknebal  of  the  Abmy, 

WaMnffton,  D.  C: 

General:  X  deem  it  my  duty  to  report  for  the  information  of  the  War  Department  • 
the  recent  action  taken  by  the  United  States  district  court  in  this  city  in  reference  to  the 
prize-steamer  Alabama  now  in  the  transport  service  of  the  army. 

When  Miyor-General  Banks  left  this  place  on  the  26th  ultimo  for  the  Rio  Grande,  he 
directed  me  to  remain  at  these  headquarters  and  carry  out  such  directions  as  he  had 
given  and  would  give  me.  Among  the  important  duties  with  which  I  was  diaiged  was 
that  of  forwarding  troops  and  supplies  in  case  he  should  call  for  them.  On  the  arrival 
of  the  first  return  steamer  from  the  expedition  I  learned  that  artillery  was  greatly  re- 
quired, and  while  I  had  an  excellent  battery  ready  I  had  no  means  of  transporting  it 
with  its  men  and  horses.  On  the  9th  of  November  I  directed  the  quartermaster's  de- 
partment to  purchase  the  prize-steamer  Alabama,  which  I  understood  had  been  eon- 
demned  and  ordered  sold.  On  the  10th  instant  I  was  informed  that  the  commodore  of 
the  Western  Gulf  squadron  had  secured  her  for  the  naval  service. 

I  immediately  applied  to  Commodore  Bell,  asking  him  to  lend  her  to  the  army  for--^ 
the  period  of  a  month,  and  during  the  evening  of  the  10th  receiving  an  answer  that  he  con--^^ 
sented;  notwithstanding  the  consent  of  the  commodore  raached  me  only  about  night&U  ^^ 
I  caused  workmen  to  be  placed  at  once  on  board  of  her,  and  repairs  and  preparation^^ 
were  carried  on  uninterruptedly  throughout  the  night  of  the  10th  and  the  day  and  ni^j^^^ 
of  the  11th,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  12th  she  was  ready  for  sea,  with  boilera  repaira^^^ 
stalls  for  horses  erected,  coal  partly  on  board,  &c  She  was  expected  to  sail  shortly 
noon,  and  get  over  the  river  and  to  sea  that  night. 

Greatly  to  my  astonishment  and  regret  a  report  was  brought  to  me  about  10  o'ek 
a.  m.  on  the  12th,  that  the  United  States  marshal  for  the  district  of  Louisiana  had 
peued  on  board  of  the  steamer,  acoomptoied  by  several  deputies,  had  taken  possesB^^^ 
of  the  ship,  ordered  all  work  on  her  to  ceaae,  and  driven  off  all  the  mechanics,  officgjj^j^^ 
and  coalers,  using  violent  language  against  the  military  authorities,  and  sajring  he  wo^c^/^f 
teach  these  military  men  not  to  ride  over  the  courts,  &c.    Captain  McClure,  assis^^^i 
quartermaster,  went  on  board  and  found  all  work  suspended  and  three  deputy  marsk:^^]^ 
in  charge  of  the  steamer.     He  requested  permission  to  go  on  vrith  the  work,  and  ^^v^ 
told  that  not  a  blow  could  be  struck  until  the  vessel  was  paid  for.     Meantime  the  re'^^ojt 
having  come  to  me,  I  deeply  regretted  any  chance  for  collision  with  civil  authori-tlei^ 
but  deemed  it  necessary  to  push  the  re- enforcements  forward  to  General  Banks  at  all  laat- 
ards,  and  foreseeing  great  and  perhaps  disastrous  delays  in  stopping  to  argue  with  excited 
civiliim  officers,  I  o^ered  a  discreet  officer  (Lieutenant-Colonel  Alb^,  assistant  inspector- 
general)  to  proceed  to  the  steamer  with  a  guard  of  twenty  soldiers,  to  arrest  any  pe^ 
sons  on  board  interfering  with  the  preparations  and  repairs,  and  to  restore  the  workmen 
to  their  duty.     All  this  time  I  had  supposed  that  the  military  authorities  had  lAwfoI 
possession  of  the  steamer  under  the  authority  of  Commodore  Bell,  from  whom  I  had 
borrowed  her,  and  with  the  consent  of  the  court  which  had  ordered  her  transfer  to  the 
Navy. 

Lieutenant-Colonel  Albert  performed  his  duty  satisfactorily,  and  arrested  three  deputy 
marshals,  whom  he  brought  to  my  office  after  having  re-established  order  and  indnstrf  od 
the  steamer.  Meantime  I  addressed  a  respectful  letter  to  his  honor  the  judge  of  the  dis- 
trict court,  expressing  my  concern  that  there  should  have  been  any  misunderstandlDg,  in- 
forming him  of  the  necessity  which  existed  of  the  steamer's  promptly  leaving  with  there- 
enforcements  for  General  Banks,  stating  to  him  that  I  had  been  in  peaceable  poBBessioD 
of  the  vessel  for  more  than  thirty-six  hours  before  the  violent  action  of  the  marehal,and, 
as  I  supposed,  with  his  foil  concurrence  and  approval;  that  nothing  could  be  more  re- 
gretted by  the  military  authority  than  a  conflict  with  or  a  seeming  disrespect  to  the  hoiKff- 
able  court;  hot  that  under  any  circumstances  the  steamer  must  remain  in  my  poeseanon 
and  go  to  sea  with  troops  on  board  as  quickly  as  possible.  It  was  a  case  of  necessity.  To 
this  letter  the  honorable  judge  made  no  reply;  but  later  the  United  States  district  «tto^ 
ney  wrote  to  me  that  the  judge  was  ill,  and  that  the  steamer  had  not  yet  been  paid  for  by 
the  Navy,  and,  therefore,  was  still  in  the  custody  of  the  court  To  this  letter  I  wrote  » 
respectful  reply.  The  steamer,  after  a  delay  of  one  day,  by  reason  of  the  intermptionof 
the  work  of  preparation,  waa  duAy  d\s^\ic\i^  Xx^^Toom^lth  the  re-enforcements  and  wp- 
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pUes.  On  the  day  following  I  received  a  sammons  to  appear  before  Hon.  Mr.  Biuell, 
United  States  district  court  judge,  on  the  18th  of  November  instant,  and  show  cause 
^hy  I  should  not  be  fined  and  imprisoned  for  contempt  of  court  in  having  seized  said 
steamer  from  the  custody  of  the  marshal  and  arresting  his  officers. 

On  the  18th  instant  I  presented  myself  in  court  and  made  a  statement  of  the  fact  as 
^Kiein  related,  stated  my  responsibilities,  and  the  necessity  of  the  action  taken,  and  dis- 
claimed any  intent  to  be  disrespectful  to  the  honorable  court     I  regret  to  state  that  the 
^xuse  pursued  in  court  by  the  district  attorney  was  very  &r  from  conciliatory.    He 
Btiained  every  point  to  make  out  a  case  of  disrespect,  while  I  constantly  disclaimed  for 
i&yself  and  the  military  authorities  of  the  department  any  such  attempt.     He  insisted 
^&  calling  testimony  to  prove  the  points  admitted  in  open  court  by  me,  and  although 
I  represent^  that  my  time  at  that  moment  was  valuable,  and  my  absence  from  duty  in 
my  office  was  much  detriment  to  the  course  of  business  that  only  a  desire  to  show  per- 
fect respect  to  the  court  could  have  induced  me  to  be  present  myself  even  for  a  quarter 
of  an  hour,  I  was  detained  there  two  hours  and  made  to  listen  to  a  long  argument  from 
^e  district  attorney  in  the  endeavor  to  fabricate  a  case  of  contempt.   The  honorable  j  udge 
<]isnii8Bed  the  case,  after  administering  a  long  reprimand  to  me  for  my  ignorance  of  the 
^w,  apparent  desire  to  override  the  civil  authority. '  I  made  no  answer  either  to  the  long 
A^JSninent  of  the  district  attorney  or  the  reprimand  of  the  judge,  being  quite  content,  so 
^  as  the  public  service  was  concerned,  that  my  action  had  caused  the  re-enforcements  to 
SO  forward  to  the  commanding  general  without  any  loss  of  time,  due  to  my  action,  or 
^f^xxi  of  action.     I  am  eonstrain^  to  say  that  the  whole  affair  produced  upon  my  mind 
^e  impression  that  the  judge,  district  attorney,  and  marshal  seemed  more  anxious  to 
^P^Untain  a  false  appearance  of  maintaining  dignity  and  making  newspaper  reputation 
^^  courage  and  eloquence  than  to  strengthen  and  support  the  military  power  of  the 
^^lantry  and  to  contribute  to  military  success,  now  so  necessary  to  the  country.    So 
^'^tnigly  was  this  impression  upon  me  that  had  the  conunanding  general  himself  been 
Present,  I  should  have  felt  myself  constrained  to  advise  him  to  ship  the  whole  court  to 
Washington. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be.  General,  very  respectfrdly,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  P.  STONE, 
Brigadier-Oenerdl^  Chief  of  Staff, 

Headquabtebs  Depabtment  of  the  Gulf, 

New  Orleans,  March  IS,  1884. 
^i^'.  Gen.  H.  W.  Hallbgk, 

QeneraiAn^Chieft  Washingtony  D.  C. : 

SiB:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  for  your  information  copies  of  dispatches  which  reached 
xi&e  yesterday  morning,  announcing  the  capture  of  Fort  £>e  Russy,  on  the  14th,  by  Gen- 
^mX  A.  J.  Smith's  division,  and  of  Alexandria  by  the  co-operation  of  naval  forces. 

The  army  in  Western  Louisiana,  consisting  of  the  first  division  of  the  Nineteen^  Corps, 
ttie  third  and  fourth  divisions  of  the  Thirteenth  Corps,  and  the  cavalry  division,  with 
several  regiments  of  the  Corps  d' Afrique,  was  to  have  moved  from  Franklin  on  Alexan- 
dria early  last  week,  but  its  march  was  interrupted  by  a  severe  rain  storm  rendering  the 
xtMds  wholly  impassable.  The  movement  was,  however,  commenced  on  the  — th.  The 
whole  foTfse  was  in  motion  beyond  New  Iberia,  and  my  headquarters  were  en  rocfte  to 
join  the  expedition,  when  the  inclosed  dispatches  arrived. 

Leaving  General  Franklin  to  continue  lua  march  as  expeditiously  as  possible  to  Alez- 
AiDdria  I  shall  proceed  immediately  to  that  point. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

N.  P.  BANKS, 
McdoT'Chneral^  Commanding, 


510  FRENCH   AND   AMERICAN  CLAIMS   COMMISSION. 

NOTICE  THAT  CLAIMANTS  HAVE  CLOSED  TESTIMONY. 

Filed  Jfdy  5,  1882.— TT.  F.  P.,  Sec, 


JULKS  PEBBODIN 

vs. 
The  United  States 


[  No.  90. 


Sabah  Abnaud 


t  No.  261. 


V8. 

The  United  STatbb. 

Washington,  Jft^  15, 1882. 

Take  notice  that  the  claimantB  in  the  above-entitled  cases  have  cloeed  tilieir  tesUmony. 
June  3,  1882. 

ALEX.  PORTER  MORSE, 
AmMafd  Coimsdfor  ike  Fremih  SepiAik. 
T.  H.  N.  MCPHERSON, 

Special  Oonaud. 
To  the  Agent  and  Attorney  of  the  United  States,  , 


DEPOSITION  OF  COL.  S.  B.  HOLABIRD,  WITNESS  FOR  UNITED  STATES. 

FUed  December  29,  1882.— FT.  F.  P.,  See. 


\  No.  90. 


Jules  Pebbodin 

vs. 

The  United  States. 

(X)HMISSION<  notice. 


Interrogatories  to  be  propounded  to  and  answered  under  oath  by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird, » 

witness  on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

Int.  1.  Please  state  your  name,  residence,  and  present  occupation. 

Int.  2.  Were  you  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  year  1863?  If 
so,  please  state  where  you  were  on  duty  during  that  year,  and  the  nature  of  yonr 
duties. 

Int.  3.  If,  in  answer  to  direct  interrogatory  No.  2,  you  answer  that  you  were  the  chief 
officer  of  the  quartermaster's  department  at  New  Orleans,  and  had  charge  of  captored 
property,  especially  cotton,  please  state  whether  that  cotton  was  disposed  of  under  your 
supervision;  and,  if  so,  state  what  the  cotton  taken  during  the  year  1863  produced  net 
per  pound  to  the  United  States. 

Int.  4.  The  following  extract  is  taken  from  an  indorsement  made  by  you  on  the  dftini 
of  Augustin  Habert.  No.  600  (pp.  80, 81),  recently  disposed  of  by  this  commission:  "N. 
O. ,  La. ,  July  30, 1864.  The  cotton  taken  in  that  year  (1863)  produced  net  only  37  cents 
per  pound.  Signed,  S.  B.  Holabird;  **  please  state  whether  that  statement  is  tnie  aod 
correct,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and  belief. 

W.  H.  EDWARDS, 
Assistant  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 

Jules  Pebbodin    ) 

vs.  I  No.  90. 

The  United  States.  J 


Cross-interrogatories  of  the  claimant  by  his  special  counsel,  to  be  propounded  to  and 
answered  under  oath  by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  a  witness  on  the  part  of  the  United 

States. 

First  objection. — ^The  claimant  objects  to  the  examination  of  this  witness  if  he  is  pro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  cotton  taken  in  the  year  1863  produced  net 
only  37  cents  per  pound,  as  not  competent  evidence,  for  the  reason  that  the  value  of  the 
cotton  can  only  be  determined  by  testimony  showing  its  market  value,  or  the  market 
value  of  similar  cotton  when  it  was  seized,  and  not  for  the  price  which  the  witness  nu^ 
have  sold  it  for. 
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Second  objection. — If  this  witness  testifies  that  the  cotton  taken  in  the  year  1863  pro- 
duced net  only  37  cents  per  poond,  it  is  objected  to  as  irrelevant  and  immaterial  in  de- 
tennining  the  valne  of  the  claimant's  cotton,  and  especially  items  3  and  4  in  this  case, 
tt  said  items  were  taken  and  used  in  the  field  by  the  army,  and  were  not  subject  to  trans- 
pOTtation  and  sale,  and  their  value  can  only  be  established  by  showing  the  market  value 
for  the  same  products  when  they  were  taken  and  used,  as  appears  by  the  price  current 
submitted  in  evidence  by  stipulation.     (See  record,  pp.  65,  66.) 

Croas-int.  1.  Were  you  in  a  position  to  know  the  market  value  of  cotton  in  New  Or- 
leans in  the  year  1863? 

Cross-int.  2.  If  you  say  that  you  knew  the  market  value  of  cotton  in  New  Orleans  in 
^e  year  1863,  will  you  please  examine  the  following  prices  of  cotton  submitted  in  evi- 
deooe  by  the  United  States,  and  state  if  it  is  a  correct  report  of  the  price  of  cotton  for  the 
period  covered  ? 

(See  ''comparative  prices  of  middling  cotton  at  New  Orleans  on  the  first  day  of  each 
iDonth  during  a  period  of  five  years,''  record,  pages  65,  66.) 

T.  H.  N.  Mcpherson, 

Special  Counsel. 
GRIMAUD  DK  CAUX, 

Agent. 
Per  CHAS.  A.  de  CHAMBRUN, 

Counsel  for  the  French  Republic. 
• 
.  8.  B.  HoLABiBD,  colonel  and  brevet  brigadier-genera]  United  States  Army,  of  the 

P'ty  of  Philadelphia,  aged years  or  thereabouts,  being  produced,  sworn,  and  exam- 

^^^d  on  behalf  of  the  defendant,  deposeth  as  follows: 

To  the  first  interrogatoiy  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  he  answers  as  follows:  S.  B. 
^olabird,  colonel  and  brevet  brigadier-general  United  States  Army,  now  stationed  at 
^Philadelphia,  on  duty  in  the  quartermaster's  department  at  No.  1139  Girard  street; 
^^Cftidence,  No.  4303  Spruce  street. 

.  t*o  the  second  interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  he  answers  as  follows:  I  was 
^  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  entire  year  1863  as  colonel  United 
States  Army  and  chief  quartermaster  of  the  Military  Department  of  the  Gulf,  head- 
9.^Uurters  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  where  I  vias  on  duty  continuously  when  not  in  the  field 
U^  that  military  department. 

To  the  third  interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  he  answers  as  follows:  As  chief 
officer  of  the  quartermaster's  department,  most  of  the  captured  and  abandon^  property 
^>bat  fell  into  the  hands  of  the  army  was  turned  over  to  the  department  of  which  I  had 
^haige,  and  in  tlurt  way  it  came  under  my  control  and  responsible  supervision;  this  prop- 
erty indmded  cotton,  sugar,  and  other  captured  or  abandoned  property;  the  cotton  thus 
captured  was  disposed  of  by  officers  under  my  orders  or  supervision;  in  making  settle- 
ii^ent  for  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  a  portion  of  this  cotton  with  loyal  claimants  it  became 
v^eoesBary  to  ascertain  the  average  net  price  of  the  cotton  sold  on  account  of  the  United 
Stotes  quartermaster's  department  during  the  year  1863  at  New  Orleans;  this  net  price 
"^vas  determined  under  my  direction,  and  found  to  be  37  oent»  per  pound  for  that  year 
oi^  the  basis  of  our  sales  made  for  the  quartermaster's  department  at  New  Orleans. 

To  the  fourth  interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  he  answers  as  follows:  That 
statement  is  true  and  correct  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

To  the  first  cross-interrogatoiy  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  he  answers  as  follows:  I  was, 
as  I  have  stated  in  answer  to  the  third  interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  defendant. 

To  the  second  cross-interrogatory  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff  he  answers  as  follows:  I 
l^^e  looked  at  the  tabular  statement  purporting  to  give  the  market  price  of  cotton  in 
^^w  Orleans  in  1863,  and  am  unable  to  say  whether  it  be  correct  or  otherwise. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  11th  day  of  December,  A.  D.  1882. 

CHARLES  GILPIN, 
United  States  Commissioner. 

Certificate. 
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DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FOR  UNITED  STATES. 
FUed  Januanf  3,  1883.— TT.  F.  P..  See. 


JULBB  PEBBODIK 

t».  y  No.  90. 

The  United  States. 


Theodobe  Vallade 

«s.  )-  No.  214. 

The  United  States. 


Ecoenie  Gibaud 

w.  y  No.  477. 

The  United  States. 


J 


W.  F.  Peddbick,  Esq.,  Secretary,  Ac.: 

Tea  are  requested  to  file  the  accompaaying  docaments  (pages  1-43  inclosive)  with  th« 
papers  and  proo&  in  the  above-entitled  cases. 

W.  H.  EDWARDS, 
AasitUmt  Counsel  far  the  United  States. 


In  the  Court  of  Claims. 
Jules  Pebbodin 
vs. 
The  United  States. 


J 


To  the  honorable  judges  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims: 

The  petition  of  Jules  Perrodin,  who  resides  in  the  parish  of  Saint  lAndry,  in  the  State 
of  Louisiana,  respectfully  represents: 

That  he  is  an  alien,  a  subject  of  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  and  although  a  resideat, 
has  never  been  natursJized  a  citizen  of  the  United  States;  that  he  has  resided  many  jeus 
in  the  United  States,  and  has  not  in  any  way  voluntarily  aided,  abetted,  or  given  en- 
couragement to  the  rebellion  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 

Your  petitioner  further  shows  that  on  the  16th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  18iS3,  he  wa§ 
residing,  and  had  then  for  many  years  resided  in  the  aforesaid  parish  and  State,  tIx, 
Saint  I^dry,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  was  then  and  there  the  true,  lawful,  and 
bona  fide  owner  of  315  bales  of  cotton,  of  which  he  was  then  and  there  in  peaceable  and 
quiet  possession  as  owner;  but  that  on  the  day  and  date  aforesaid  an  agent  of  the  United 
States,  to  wit,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  D.  Sergeant,  of  the  volunteer  forces  of  the  United  States, 
fi>rcibly,  illegally,  and  a^unst  the  consent  of  your  petitioner,  deprived  your  petitioner 
of  his  possession  of  the  said  315  bales  of  cotton,  on  the  fisilse  and  iU^;al  pretext  thnl  the 
said  cotton  was  abandoned  by  its  owner  and  was  the  property  of  enemies  of  the  United 
States. 

And  your  petitioner  ftirther  shows  that  on  the  said  16th  day  of  May,  1863,  the  offi- 
cers and  agents  of  the  United  States  took  possession  of  22  other  bales  of  cotton,  the 
property  of  your  petitioner,  forcibly,  illegally,  and  against  his  consent,  under  the  saffle 
false  and  illegal  pretext  that  the  said  22  bales  of  cotton  were  abandoned  by  the  owner 
and  were  the  property  of  enemies  of  the  United  States. 

And  your  petitioner  further  shows  that  on  the  —  day  of  October  and  the  —  dsy  of 
November,  in  the  year  1863,  the  agents  and  officers  of  the  United  States  forcibly  and 
illegally  took  possession  of  23  bales  of  cotton,  the  property  of  your  petitioner,  against 
his  consent,  and  under  the  same  false  and  illegal  pretext  that  the  said  cotton  waa  nbao- 
doned  by  the  owner  and  was  the  property  of  enemies  of  the  United  States. 

And  your  petitioner  further  shows  that  the  said  cotton,  as  he  is  informed  and  belie^Oi 
and  so  affirms  it  to  this  court,  was  delivered  to  the  agents  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States,  and  by  them  sold,  and  that  the  proceeds  thereof,  amounting  to  |87,200,  were 
deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  where  it  now  remains,  by  reason  of  aU 
which  the  United  States  have  become  liable  to  pay  to  him,  and  are  now  justly  and 
legally  indebted  unto  him  in  the  said  sum  of  $97,200  vnth  interest. 

And  your  petitioner  farther  shows  that  in  the  month  of  March,  in  the  year  1864,  i& 
the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  and  State  of  Louisiana  aforesaid,  your  petitioner  was  the 
owner  of  and  as  such  was  in  the  peaceable  and  quiet  possession  of  8  hogsheads  of  angtt^ 
weighing  9,000  pounds,  and  worth  23  cents  a  pound,  making  an  aggregate  ^^j[ 
$2,215,  and  that  the  agents  and  officers  of  the  United  States  then  and  there  fordbly  and 


FRENCH   Aim   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSJON.  513 

iHegaUy,  and  against  the  will  and  consent  of  your  petitioner,  took  possession  of  and  ear- 
ned off  the  said  8  hogsheads  of  sngar,  so  that  yonr  petitioner  was  thus  deprived  of  his 
property,  which  never  has  been  restored  to  him,  nor  the  value!  thereof,  whereby  the 
United  States  became  liable  to  })ay  him  the  value  thereof,  and  now  are  justly  and  legally 
indebted  to  him  for  the  value  thereof,  with  interest,  to  wit,  the  sum  of  $2,215,  with  in- 
terest. 

Wherefore  your  petitioner  prays,  the  premises  being  duly  considered,  that  in  due 
oonise  of  proceeding  this  petition  may  be  notified  to  the  officer  authorized  and  appointed 
by  law  to  represent  the  interests  and  defend  the  cause  of  the  United  States  in  this  hon- 
orable court,  and  that  he  be  required  to  demur  to  or  traverse  this  petition  within  the 
legal  delays,  and  that  after  ^ue  proceedings  shall  have  been  had  there  may  be  judgment^ 
in  favor  of  your  petitioner  and  against  the  United  States  in  the  full  sum  of  $99,415,  with 
interest  as  aforesaid,  from  the  dates  of  the  illegal  takings  aforesaid;  and  he  prays  for  all 
such  other  relief,  aid,  rem.edy,  and  process  as  the  nature  of  his  case  may  require  and  law 
,  pennit 

THEo.  H.  N.  Mcpherson, 

THOMAS  J.  DURANT, 

Attorneys  of  Petitioners. 
Dbtrict  op  Columbia, 

Washington  Cotintpy  ss: 

Theodore  H.  N.  McPhersdn,  being  duly  sworn,  says  that  he  holds  a  special  power  of 
attoipey  in  writing  from  the  above-named  petitioner,  who  is  now  absent  from  this  city 
and  in  Louisiana;  that  no  assignment  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  the  above  petition  or  any 
pttrt  thereof  or  any  interest  therein  has  been  made,  except  as  in  said  petition  stated,;  that 
said  petitioner  is  justly  entitled  to  the  amount  claimed  from  the  United  States,  after 
allowing  all  Just  credits  and  o£^ts,  and  that  all  the  iacts  stated  in  said  petition  are  true. 

:  THEO.  H.  N.  Mcpherson. 

t       Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  19th  day  of  August,  1868. 

:       [L.8.]  EDM.  F.  BROWN, 

\  Oommimoner  of  the  Court  of  Claims, 


\  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  December  term,  1871. 

JUIJB  Pebbodin 
'^  United  Statjbs. 


vs.  "^"^^      \  No.  3546. 


Amended  petition. — Allowed  on  motion  made  May  13, 1872. 

,  And  your  petitioner  further  showeth,  that  if  there  has  be^i  a  lawful  capture  of  the 
^d  property  herein  set  forth,  as  he  understands  is  asserted  by  the  United  States,  he  ia 
stifled  to  receive  the  net  proceeds  of  it  under  the  provisions  of  the  third  section  of  the 
^of  Congress,  approved  March  12, 1863,  entitled  *An  act  to  provide  for  the  collection 
^abandoned  property,  and  for  the  prevention  of  frauds  in  the  insurrectionary  districts 
^thin  the  United  States, '  and  if  thie  said  property  was  lawfully  captured  he  claims  the 
^eneatofthe  said  act." 

T.  H.  N.  Mcpherson. 

J^ISTBICT  OF  OOLUHBIA, 

Oovmiy  of  Wctshinfftonf  sa: 

^eodoreH.  N.  McPherson,  attorney  in  fact,  especially  empowered,  being  duly  sworn, 
"^ys  the  facts  contained  in  above  amended  petition  are  true. 
Swoia  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  22d  day  of  November,  1872. 

fcs.]  •   JOHN  RANDOLPH, 

Ametani  Clerk  Court  of  Claims. 

Piled  November  22,  U372. 

H.  Ex.  236 33 


% 
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United  States  Coart  of  Claims,  December  term,  1869. 


Jules  Pebbodin 

tw.  y  No.  3546. 

The  United  States. 


[no. 


Evidence  for  claimant. — PMled  June  18,  1869. 

Deposition  of  AcHiLLE  Babineau  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opeloosas,  La.,  on  the29tli 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  tbe  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name.,  your  oocajka. 
tion,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  d^ree  yon 
4ure  related  to  the  claimant.  — A.  My  name  is  Achille  Babineau ;  I  am  a  planter;  I  am  fifty. 
seven  years  of  age;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  La  Fayette,  Lou- 
isiana; I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inqaiiy; 
I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Gabland,  counsel  for  claimant,  the  witness  says: 

It  is  to  my  knowledge  that  claimant  had  at  Mr.  Tbelismar  Gnidry  about  30  or  40  bales 
■of  cotton;  Mr.  Gtiidry  resides  on  Carancro,  in  the  pan'sh  of  Saint  Landry;  in  October  and 
November,  1863,  I  managed  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  and  also  Ben  Gnidzy, 
living  at  Ben  Guidiy's;  the  distance  between  Thelismar  Guidry  and  Ben  Guidiyisaboat 
six  acres.     In  October  and  November,  1863,  the  Federal  troops  under  General  Giorer 
camped  upon  those  two  places,  and  after  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbeux  they  took  lotBof 
the  cotton  in  the  seed  at  Thelismar  Guidry's  plantation;  this  cotton  was  used  to  make 
bedding  for  the  wounded  soldiers;  this  cotton  was  put  in  mattresses  and  emptied  in  the 
house  of  Mr.  Thelismar  Guidry;  I  can't  state  how  much  of  said  cotton  was  taken  bj  the     j 
Federal  troops;  they  remained  there  about  eight  days;  I  saw  other  cottons  wasted  in  the     j 
yard  and  in  the  prairie;  said  cotton  was  not  paid  to  me  or  Mr.  Thelismar  Guidiy;  all     ^ 
the  cotton  on  Mr.  B.  Guidry's  belonged  to  claimant. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessekden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Q.  Please  state  what  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  by 
claimant  of  the  cotton  spoken  of. — A.  I  was  not  present  when  the  cotton  was  sold;  bat 
I  always  heard  by  Mr.  G.  Guidry  that  he  sold  his  cotton  to  claimant;  the  cotton  in  the 
seed  only  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops;  said  cotton  was  left  by  the  Federal  troops 
•on  G.  Guidry 's  plantation. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  oihet  matter 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question.     If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

his 

ACHILLE  +  BABINEAU. 

mark. 

TVeposition  of  Thelismab  Guide y  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the 29th 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occop*' 
tion,  your  age^  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  yoa 
are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Thelismar  Guidry;  my  occupation  tiiatoi 
a  planter;  I  am  thirty-eight  years  of  age;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  in  the 
parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the 
subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit* 
ness  says: 

On  the  12th  of  September,  1862, 1  sold  twenty  bales  of  cotton,  of  400  pounds  each,  to 
claimant,  the  said  cotton  being  then  in  the  seed;  I  obligated  myself  to  gin  it  for  hi^ 
And  on  the  11th  of  March,  1863,  I  also  sold  to  him  18,000  pounds  of  cotton  in  the  sew; 
I  was  paid  for  at  the  time  of  the  sale;  I  was  not  at  home  in  the  fall  of  1863;  I  was  in  the 
Confederate  States  service;  I  passed  at  home  in  the  latter  part  of  1863,  after  tbe  Fedeiv 
troops  had  left;  I  saw  then  cotton  wasting  in  the  yard  and  in  the  prairie;  I  noticed  tha* 
the  cotton  I  had  sold  to  claimant  was  missing  in  my  cotton-house;  I  cannot  say  exactly 
how  much  of  said  cotton  was  miasing;  I  judge  about  one-half  out  of  the  two  lots  of  oo^ 
ton  sold  by  me  to  claimant;  he  got  about  fifteen  or  eighteen  bales;  it  wasaboatthedo^^ 
of  the  war. 
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Crofls^xamiDed  by  William  Fessendex,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

At  the  time  I  mid  the  cotton  to  claimant  he  lived  in  the  town  of  Opelousas;  he  was  a 
lerchant;  claimant  has  lived  in  this  parish  since  and  before  the  commencement  of  the 
ibellion;  claimant  paid  me  in  Confederate  money,  at  the  rate  of  9  cents  per  pound  for 
ulot,  and  for  the  other  at  the  rate  of  $30  a  thousand;.  I  went  into  the  Confederate 
rmy  in  September,  1861,  and  remained  until  the  close  of  the  war;  I  live  from  Opelousas 
Imat  twelve  miles;  I  was  at  home  on  furlough  when  I  sold  said  cotton;  I  sold  to  claim- 
it  all  the  cotton  I  had  at  the  time;  all  of  said  cotton  was  raised  in  the  year  1861;  I  was 
1  my  plantation  two  or  three  days  afler  the  Federal  troops  had  left  there;  I  was  there 
f  myself. 

Re-eiEamined  by  Henby  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant: 

At  the  time  I  sold  the  cotton  to  claimant  I  was  owing  him,  and  after  deducting  the 
noimt  of  the  accounts  I  received  the  balance  duQ  me  in  Confederate  money. 
Second  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  rela- 
ve  to  the  claim  in  question?  If  vou  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

THELISMAR  GUIDRY. 

eposition  of  Stany  Allwatches  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  29th 

day  of  December,  1868. 

Fiist  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  oocu- 
ition,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
lect  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  in  what  degree  you 
«  related  to  the  claimant. — Answer.  My  name  is  Stany  Allwatches;  my  occupation 
lAt  of  a  laborer;  I  am  fifty-two  years  of  age;  my  place  of  residence  the  past  year  has 
ien  in  the  parish  of  Saint  lAudry ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
hich  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hekby  L.  Garland,  Esq., 'counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
i88  aays: 

I  lived  at  Mr.  Franoois  Vautrot  in  this  parish  in  the  years  1862  and  1863;  I  was  then 
slave  of  Mr.  Vautrot.  Mr.  Vautrot  had  98  bales  of  cotton  at  the  beginning  of  the 
ar;  I  heard  him  say  that  he  sold  his  cotton  to  claimant.  (Objected  by  counsel  of  the 
nited  States  to  the  introduction  of  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Vautrot.)  I  saw  the  Fed- 
al  troops  take  said  cotton.  It  was  taken  by  Captain  Pope,  whom  I  knew,  because  he 
as  often  at  the  house  of  Mr.  Vautrot;  said  cotton  was  carried  to  Barre's  Landing— 'the 
hole  lot  of  said  cotton  was  taken.  Mr.  Vautrot  was  at  home  at  the  time.  Thi^cot- 
*n  was  taken  when  General  Banks  first  came  here.  Mr.  Vautrot  has  left  this  country; 
s  said  be  was  going  to  Brazil. 

Cross-examined  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Mr.  Vautrot  lived  in  this  parish  until  after  the  war  had  closed;  he  was  a  planter;  he 
^  ten  grown  slaves,  and  thildren  besides;  his  plantation  is  6  miles  from  Opelousas; 
so  6  miles  to  Barre's  Landing.  Mr.  Vautrot's  plantation  had  no  particular  name, 
be  cotton  above  alluded  to  was  raised  at  the  commencement  of  the  war.  Said  cot- 
ni  was  baled ;  I  do  not  remember  if  it  was  marked.  I  know  there  was  98  bales  of 
>tton,  because  I  baled  them  and  counted  them.  They  were  under  a  shed  in  the 
^d  about  20  steps  from  the  gin-house.  I  was  on  the  plantation  when  the  Federal 
^ptt  first  came  there;  the  only  troops  that  came  were  those  that  came  in  with  the 
goners  and  a  few  that  came  to  help  loading  the  wagons.  Mr.  Vautrot  was  at  home 
'the  time  he  delivered  the  cotton.  I  did  not  go  to  Barre's  Landing  with  the  cotton, 
do  not  know  if  the  cotton  went  to  Barre's  Landing,  but  it  took  that  direction.  It 
M>k  the  wagons  two  or  three  days  to  haul  the  cotton.  The  Federal  troops  were  two  or 
iiee  weeks  in  the  parish  before  they  came  to  Mr.  Vautrot's  plantation.  The  Federal 
^ps  remained  in  the  parish  a  week  or  two  after  the  cotton  was  taken  away.  Mr. 
.ftQtrot  was  at  the  time  about  fifty  years  old;  he  had  a  family,  his  wife  and  one  son; 
is  son  was  then  seventeen  yeais  old;  he  was  not  in  the  Confederate  army.  I  do  not 
^w  if  Mr.  Vautrot  was  in  favor  of  the  Confederate  Government.  I  never  heard  him 
^y*  I  saw  Captain  Pope  on  the  plantation,  to  be  sure,  once.  I  knew  his  name  at  that 
^e— I  knew  his  name  by  hearing  others  call  him  Captain  Pope.  I  brought  com  to 
pelonsas  by  order  of  the  Confederates;  the  com  was  f^om  Mr.  Voutrot's  plantation;  I 
^nght  about  eight  barrels.  Mr.  Vautrot  was  at  home  at  the  time;  he  did  not  tell  me 
I  bring  the  com.  The  men  who  came  alter  the  com  told  me  Mr.  Vautrot  knew  it;  he 
^d  not  tell  me  anything  about  it. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter 

dative  to  the  claim  in  question  ?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

his 
STANY  -i-  ALLWATCHES. 


1 
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Deposition  of  Simon  G9R£TrsN  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  29tb  day 

of  December,  1868. 

Firet  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  jndge.  Please  state  your  name,  your  occu- 
pation, your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether,  and  in  what 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Simon  Chretien;  my  occupa- 
tion is  that  of  a  laborer;  my  age  is  thirty-five  years;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been 
in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which 
is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  witness^ 
says: 

I  lived  at  Mr.  Francois  Vautrot  in  the  parish  in  the  years  1862  and  1863;  I  was  thec^ 
his  slave;  Mr.  Vautrot  had  on  his  place  98  bales  of  cotton;  I  know  be  sold  said  cot^ 
ton  to  claimant;  said  cotton  was  taken  by  order  of  Captain  Pope,  the  first  time  tl^^ 
Federal  troops  came  here;  Mr.  Vautrot  has  left  the  country;  he  fa  gone  to  Brazil;  tfc^^ 
cotton  was  taken  to  Barrels  Landing. 

Cross-examined  by  William  Fessenden,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

There  was  other  cotton  on  Mr.  Vautrot's  plantation,  but  it  was  not  ginned  in  1862  a^(2 
,  1863;  the  98  bales  of  cotton  were  ginned  the  year  before  the  Federal  troops  came  hex^. 
I  know  there  were  98  bales  of  cotton,  because  I  counted  them  several  times;  I  can't  tel/ 
if  the  cotton  was  marked. 
Q.  What  do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  of  said  oot- 
.  ton  when  it  was  taken  away  from  Vau trot's  plantation? — A.  I  know  nothing  of  my  owa 
knowledge  except  what  Mr.  Vautrot  told  me;  I  did  not  go  to  Barrels  Landing  with  the 
cotton;  the  cotton  took  the  direction  of  Barre's  Landing;  it  could  not  go  to  no  other 
landing  but  that  one;  I  saw  the  cotton  taken  away;  Mr.  Vautrot  was  athomeatthe^ 
time;  three  wagons  came  to  take  the  cotton;  Vautrot's  plantation  to  Barre's  Landing  is 
little  over  4  miles;  I  took  no  notice  how  many  bales  each  wagon  was  loaded  with;  the 
wagons  came  there  twice  a  day;  I  saw  them  haul  one  day  and  a  half ;  I  did  notsee  them 
haul  the  whole  of  the  cotton;  I  left  the  plantation  before  they  finished  hauling  the  cot- 
ton; the  cotton  was  in  the  field  close  to  the  gin-house. 

Ke-examined  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  counsel  for  the  claimant: 

Q.*  At  what  time  did  Mr.  Vautrot  tell  you  that  the  cotton  belonged  to  claimant,  which 
was  taken  as  above  stated  by  the  Federals  ? 

(Objected  to  by  William  Fessenden,  counsel  for  the  United  States.) 

A.  After  the  Federals  had  taken  the  cotton,  when  I  left  the  plantation,  I  went  to  ft 
neighbor  close  by. 

&cond  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter 
relative  to  the  daim  in  question;  if  you  do,  state  it  tYilly? — A.  I  do  not 

his 
SIMON  +  CHRETIEN. 
mArk. 

Deposition  of  Pierre  L.  Guidrv  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  29th 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occap*- 
tion,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  wfaft^ 
degree  are  you  related  to  the  claimant.  ? — A.  My  name  is  Pierre  L.  Gnidry;  my  occo- 
pation  now  that  of  a  carpenter;  I  am  fifly-five  years  of  age;  my  residence  the  pset  J^ 
has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  Interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  &ie  dftUD 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  thevi^  | 
ness  says: 

In  1862,  on  the  15th  of  April,  I  sold  to  claimant  nine  bales  of  cotton.  I  delivered 
said  cotton  to  him  in  Opelousas. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States- 

I  raised  the  nine  bales  of  cotton  myself;  I  had  a  plantation  at  that  time;  I  raised  said 

cotton  in  the  year  1861;  I  made  the  trade  with  claimant  in  the  town  of  OpelouBas;  I 

believe  claimant  paid  me  9  cents  per  pound;  I  received  no  money  from  claimant;  I  v*^ 

owing  him,  and  I  gave  him  the  cotton  in  order  to  pay  him;  I  brought  the  cotton  to 
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^daimant  soon  after  I  sold  it;  I  delivered  the  cotton  to  claimant  iti  the  town  of  Opelousas; 
I  believe  the  cotton  was  marked,  as  mach  as  I  ciin  recollect,  P.  L.  G.  to 'the  best  of  my 
veooUection. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  matter 
Telative  to  the  claim  in  question  ?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

PIERRE  L.  GUIDRY. 

Deposition  of  Onezimb  L.  Guidby  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  2dth 
,  day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occupa- 
tion, your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  di- 
rect or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  Inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant? — A.  My  name  is  Oneilme  L.  Guidry;  my  occu- 
pation is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  fifty-seven  years  old;  my  residence  the  past  year  has 
lieen  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
▼hich  in  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Buing  interrogated  by  Hbnby  L.  Garland,  counsel  for  the  claimant: 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  claimant  had  a  lot  of  seven  bales  of  cotton  on  the  plantation  of 
Hypolite  A  Guidry  in  May,  1863  ? — A.  I  knew  it  from  the  declaration  of  Mr.  Hypolite 
A  Gnidry, 
(Objected  to  by  William  Fbssekden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  Uuited  States.) 
I  know  that  said  cotton  was  taken  by  the  soldiers  and  officers  of  the  United  States 
-^nny;  I  was  present  at  Mr.  Hte.  A.  Guidry's  when  the  cotton  was  taken  on;  I  can't 
tell  if  any  receipt  or  money  was  left  for  the  cotton;  I  don't  know  what  disposition  was 
njade  of  it;  I  don't  know  the  name  of  the  officers  who  took  the  cotton. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fessendex,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  do  not  know  if  said  seven  bales  of  cotton  were  marked.  I  cannot  tell  if  there  w»is 
^y  other  cotton  on  the  plantation  of  Mr.  Hte.  A.  Guidry  at  the  time.  Mr.  Hypolite 
-^  Guidry  was  in  the  Confederate  army  at  the  time  said  cotton  was  taken. 

Second  general  question  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  rela- 
*i^e  to  the  claim  in  question?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

O.  L.  GUIDRY. 

^position  of  widow  Louis  Yalien  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  30th 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  pariah  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  oocupa- 
«on,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;'  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
^^t  or  indirect  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
^^gree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant?^  A.  My  name  is  Widow  Louis  Yalien;  my  oc- 
^^tion  that  of  a  planter;  my  age  is  sixty-four  years;  my  residence  the  past  year  has 
^p  in  the  parissh  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
^hich  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
^^  says:  I  have  sold  to  claimant  in  December,  1862,  24  bales  of  cotton;  that  lot  of  cot- 
^Q  remained  on  my  plantation  from  the  time  I  sold  it  until  it  was  taken,  and  I  am  well 
^tisfied  that  said  cotton  was  taken  the  first  time  the  Federal  troops  came  here  under  Gen- 
*J^1  Banks;  the  cotton  was  taken  by  Captain  Pope,  who  came  back  here  after  the  war 
^d  told  me  that  my  cotton  taken  during  the  war  would  be  paid  for. 

(Objected  to  by  counsel  for  the  United  States,  from  the  words,  and  told  me,  &c.,  to 
Mie  conclusion  of  the  sentence. ) 

.At  the  time  the  cotton  was  taken  my  son  was  then  living  at  my  house;  no  receipt  was 
^^en  to  me  or  offer  made  to  pay  for  said  cotton ;  I  do  not  know  how  a  receipt  w  as  given  to 
^y  son  or  an  offer  made  to  pay  him;  the  cotton  was  left  at  my  house  by  claimant,  be- 
^^^  Barre's  Landing  was  the  nearest  shipping  port  from  my  house;  the  cotton  was  paid 
^^  by  claimant  before  it  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

^  raised  the  cotton  myself  on  my  plantation.  I  believe  it  was  in  1861.  Said  cotton 
y^  raised  by  my  own  slaves.  I  traded  with  claimant  for  the  cotton  at  his  own  store; 
*  ^as  sold  for  12  J  cents  per  pound.  I  took  the  whole  amount  of  the  cotton  in  claimant's 
?^**.  The  cotton  was  weighed  when  sold;  it  weighed  10,517  pounds.  It  was  weighed 
^Mr.  Yautrot  and  Duffy.  I  live  about  5  or  6  miles  from  the  town  of  Opelousas.  The 
^ton  was  marked  O.  L.  Y.  or  Y.  L.  Y.  I  don't  think  I  lived  more  than  5  miles  from 
***^re'8  Landing;  I  am  not  positive.     When  my  son  died  he  was  about  forty-five  years 
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old.     He  died  dnring  the  war.     He  lived  with  me  on  my  plaDtation.     My  son  died 

while  in  the  Confederate  army.     My  plantation  belonged  to  me  at  the  time  (Mf  the  war. 

It  has  been  sold  since.     The  plantation  I  owned  daring  the  war  nse  to  belong  to  mj 

father.     I  inherited  it  from  him  at  his  death.     There  was  other  cotton  on  my  place  when 

the  twenty-four  bales  were  taken  by  the  Federal  troops,  bnt  it  belonged  to  Mr.  Lemon^ 

and  was  also  taken  by  the  Federal  troops.     I  do  not  recollect  how  many  bales  Mr.  Lenum 

had;  I  believe  abont  five  or  six  bales.     Said  cotton  was  raised  by  Lemon  on  my  plsn. 

I  let  him  have  a  piece  of  land  to  cultivate.     When  I  sold  claimant  my  cotton  it  wss 

ginned  and  baled. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter 

relative  to  the  claim  in  question  ?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — Ans.  I  do  not 

her 

Widow  LOUIS  -f  VALIEK. 

mark. 

Deposition  of  Cypbien  Dam  as  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  30t<hdaf 

of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occapatioQ, 
your  place  of  residence  the  past  year,  your  age;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  director 
indirect,  in  the  claim  which  in  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what  degree  yon 
are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Cyprien  Damas;  my  occupation  is  that 
of  field  laborer;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  im 
thirty  years  of  age;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  tiiesnb- 
iect  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Hen  by  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
ness says: 

I  was  a  slave  of  Widow  Louis  Valien  before  emancipation ;  I  lived  with  her  up  to  1863, 
when  the  Federal  troops  first  came  here;  I  know  that  there  were  bales  of  cotton  on  Mrs. 
Valien's  plantation  at  that  time;  I  can't  say  how  many  bales;  all  the  cotton  tliatwa» 
there  has  been  taken  away  ;  I  do  not  know  the  names  of  the  persons  who  took  the  cot- 
ton, but  I  know  it  was  taken  by  the  Federal  troops;  I  was  present  on  the  plantatioB 
when  the  cotton  was  taken ;  the  persons  taking  the  cotton  neither  give  receipt  or  psid 
therefor  to  me  or  any  other  person  that  I  know;  I  do  not  know  where  the  cotton  was 
taken  to. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fsssenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Mrs.  Valien  had  then  about  twelve  slaves;  her  son  did  not  have  any;  at  that  time 
Mrs.  Valien  had  no  other  children  but  her  son;  she  had  lost  them;  I  never  lelt  Mn. 
Valien's  plantation  when  the  Federals  came;  I  remained  until  the  year  after;  afterwards 
I  lived  with  Joseph  Gonor;  I  left  Mrs.  Valien  a  year  after  the  war  was  over. 

Re-examined  by  Henby  L.  Gabland,  counsel  for  the  claimant: 

I  remained  with  Mrs.  Valien  until  the  war  was  over. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  matter 

relative  to  the  claim  in  question;  if  you  do,  state  it  inlly? — A.  I  do  not. 

bi0 
CYPRIEN  -f  DAilAS. 
mark. 

Deposition  of  Joseph  G.  Higginbotham,  for  the  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  Lonia- 

ana,  on  the  30th  day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occnpa- 
tion,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  any  interest,  di- 
rect or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant? — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  6.  Higginbotham;  my 
occupation  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-one  years  old;  my  residence  the  past  year  has 
been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  daLm  whicb 
is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Gabland,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  witness 
says: 

As  the  agent  of  Mrs.  Percy  Breaux,  my  mother-in-law,  I  sold  to  claimant  in  Jannart, 
1862,  sixteen  bales  of  cotton;  I  do  not  remember  if  said  cotton  was  marked;  I  believe  it 
was;  and  about  the  same  time  as  agent  of  my  mother.  Widow  G.  Higginbotham,  I  sold 
seven  bales  to  said  claimant;  I  think  said  seven  bales  were  marked  with  her  initials  T. 
G.  H. ;  I  don't  recollect  if  said  two  lots  of  cotton  were  delivered  at  the  gin-honse  or  in 
the  town  of  Opelousas;  the  lot  belonging  to  my  mother  I  am  certain  was  delivered  ta 
Hte.  A.  Guidry's  gin. 
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Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Mrs.  Breanz  raised  the  16  bales  of  cotton  herself;  she  owned  a  plantation  about  11 

tdles  from  Opelousas  in  this  parish;  at  the  time  of  sale  Mrs.  Breaux  was  a  widow;  she 

bad  two  children  at  the  time;  one  was  about  20  years  old  and  the  other  16  years;  her 

husband  has  been  dead  about  seven  or  eight  years  ago;  Mrs.  Breaux's  plantation  on 

^hich  said  cotton  was  raised  was  located  on  railroad  land;  she  has  no  title  for  it;  she 

T&isedsaid  cotton  with  her  own  slaves;  her  children  had  no  interest  in  those  slaves;  one 

or  two  of  paid  slaves  were  owned  by  her  husband  before  he  died ;  he  left  no  will  at  hi» 

death;  Mrs.  Breaux's  l;hi]dren  might  have  an  interest  in  said  two  slaves,  but  I  do  noi 

know;  Mrs.  Breaux  had  fourteen  slaves;  said  16  bales  were  raised  in  the  year  1861;  I 

bad  DO  written  authority  from  my  mother-in-law  to  sell  said  cotton;  at  the  time  she  had 

BO  other  cotton ;  when  I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  the  cotton  was  at  Mr.  Hte.  A. 

Gaidry'sgin;  the  cotton  was  baled  at  the  time;  Mr.  Hte.  A.  Guidry's  gin  is  about  12i 

miles  from  the  town  Opelousas;  I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  at  his  store  in  the 

town  of  Opelousas;  claimant  gave  ten  cents  per  pound  for  the  cotton;  I  do  not  remember 

if  I  agreed  to  deliver  the  cotton  in  Opelousas;  I  don't  think  I  delivered  the  cotton  in 

Ol>eloasas;  I  don*t  think  it  was  delivered  at  the  gin  of  Mr.  Hte.  A.  Guidry;  I  do  not 

know  if  claimant  hauled  the  16  bales  of  cotton  from  the  gin;  I  don't  recollect  having 

seen  claimant  after  I  sold  the  cotton ;  claimant  paid  some  money  for  the  cotton  and  the 

balance  was  paid  in  goods;  the  money  he  paid  for  the  cotton  was  not  Confederate  money; 

I  was  in  the  Confederate  army;  not  at  that  time,  but  afterwards. 

^  Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  you  delivered  said  sixteen  bales  of  cotton  at  the 
sin?— A.  I  mean  that  I  sold  the  cotton  to  be  delivered  there  and  that  through  myorder» 
it  HTM  delivered  to  claimant  there. 

<).  Do  you  know  of  your  ovm  knowledge  that  said  cotton  waa  delivered  to  claimant 
tli«re? — A.  I  do  not;  my  mother  raised  the  seven  bales  of  cotton  above  alluded  to;  she 
t^ae  a  plimtation  which  she  owns  herself;  she  bought  it  at  the  sale  of  her  dead  husband; 
n^y  mother  bad  then  ten  children;  said  seven  bales  were  raised  in  1861  by  her  children; 
the  cotton  was  ginned  and  baled;  at  the  time  it  was  sold  at  it  was  at  Ht.  A.  Guidry '»  , 
SUi;  it  was  marked  V.  G.  H. ;  claimant  paid  the  same  price  for  said  cotton  as  he  did  for 
t!he  lot  of  sixteen  bales;  said  cotton  was  paid  in  money  and  in  advances  made  previously; 
I  inade  the  bargain  with  claimant  in  his  store  at  Opelousas;  I  was  not  to  bring  the  cot- 
ton in  Opelousas;  he  was  to  take  the  cotton  at  Mr.  H.  A.  Guidiy's  gin;  I  saw  claimant'a 
^'^igon  going  away  from  the  gin  with  the  seven  bales  of  cotton;  it  was  a  week  or  two- 
A^r  the  sale;  claimant  was  not  there  at  the  time;  I  did  not  see  him;  I  was  not  in  this 
pcuisb  when  the  Federal  troops  first  came  here;  I  was  with  the  Confederate  troops  in  the 
parish  of  Rapides;  I  had  no  written  authority  from  my  mother  to  sell  her  cotton;  it  wa» 
'^^bal;  of  the  lot  of  sixteen  bales  they  all  went  over  400  pounds,  except  one  that  weighed 
^^88  than  four  hundred;  after  refreshing  my  recollection  by  examination  of  the  books  I 
'^oald  state  that  the  sixteen  bales  weighed  7,254  pounds  and  the  seven  bales  weighecl 
2»^0  pounds. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter 
'^tive  to  the  claim  in  question?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

JOSEPH  JENISEN  HIGGINBOTHOM. 

*^Position  of  Edmond  P.  Guidby  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  30th 

day  of  December,  1868. 

^Mrst  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occupa- 
^**^«i  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest,  di- 
2^^  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
**^Tee  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Edmond  P.  Guidry;  my  oc- 
^^Pation  that  of  planter;  I  am  thirty  years  of  age;  my  residence  the  past  year  has 
^'^c^  in  the  parish  of  Saint  lAndry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
^«^ich  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

^l^ing  interrogated  by  Hen  BY  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
says: 

^  sold  to  claimant  at  the  b^^ning  of  the  year  1862  four  bales  of  cotton;  I  delivered 
cotton  at  the  gin  of  Hte.  A.  Guidry;  said  ootton  weighed  1,706  pounds. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  ^^-j  counsel  for  the  United  Statesr 

^  raised  said  ootton  myself  in  the  year  1861  on  my  plantation,  situated  about  twelve 
^^^^es  from  the  town  of  Opelousas.  I  bargained  with  claimant  for  my  ootton  at  his  store 
^^  Opelousas.    Said  cotton  was  ginned  and  baled  when  I  sold  it.     Claimant  agreed  to 

"ve  me  10  cents  per  pound;  he  paid  me  part  in  money  and  part  in  goods. 

Question.  What  delivery  did  you  make  of  said  cotton? 

1  told  claimant  that  the  4  bales  of  cotton  were  at  the  gin  of  Hte.  A.  Guidry^  and  to 
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take  them.     I  did  not  see  the  cotton  haoled  away.    I  was  in  the  Confederate  anny;    I 
don't  know  if  the  bales  of  cotton  were  marked. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  yon  know  of  any  other  matter 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question?    If  yon  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

EDMOND  F.  GUIDRY. 

Deposition  of  Paul  Hebebt  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  30th  day  of 

December.  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occupa- 
tion, your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  any  interest, 
director  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Paul  Hebert;  my  occupation 
is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty i^o  years  old;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  in 
the  parish  of  Saint  lAudry.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is 
the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  1  am  not  related  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  witn.^ 
ness,  says: 

In  the  beginning  of  the  year  1862  I  sold  to  claimant  four  bales  of  cotton;  I  deli^^ 
€red  said  cotton  at  Hte.  A.  Guidry's  gin. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United Stat^^ 

I  raised  said  cotton  myself  on  the  plantation  of  Hte.  A.  Guidry ;  I  worked  on 
I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  for  my  cotton  at  his  store  in  the  town  of  Opelousas^ 

Q.  Did  you. personally  deliver  the  said  cotton  to  claimant  at  Guidry 's  gin  ? — ^A.  I^.7(j 
not;  I  do  not  recollect  having  seen  claimant  at  Hte.  A.  Guidry 's  gin;  I  told  him  that^^» 
<x>tton  was  at  Hte.  A.  Guidry 's  gin  and  to  go  and  take  it.     I  got  ten  cents  per  pound   ^^ 
said  cotton.     I  received  part  in  money  and  the  balance  in  go^ia.    The  money  was  Coo. 
federate  money;  I  was  in  the  Confederate  army. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matto- 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question  ?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

hJs 
PAUL  +  HEBEirr. 
mark. 

Deposition  of  Hypolite  A.  Guidby  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  Slst 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatoiy  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occnpft- 
tion,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year,  and  whether  yon  have  any  interest 
Erector  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  inwfa«t 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Hypolite  A.  Guidry;  my  oocow^' 
tion  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty>seven  years  old;  my  residence  the  past  year  im 
been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  cUim 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant 

Being  interrogated  by  Hen  by  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  the  witneeo 
says: 

I  have  ginned  Mrs.  P.  Breaux's  crop  of  cotton  in  1861;  I  also  ginned  widow  Giles 
Higginbothom's  crop  the  same  year.  I  also  ginned  that  year  for  Edmond  Guidry;  I 
also  ginned  for  Pierre  Louis  Guidry  that  year;  also  for  Paul  Hebert  that  year;  al8of<ff 
Mrs.  William  Fisher,  and  for  Valentine  D.  Breaux.  I  went  in  the  Confederate  armyio 
May,  1862.  Paul  Hebert's  cotton  was  at  my  gin  at  that  time.  I  can't  recollect  whether 
Valentine  D.  Breaux  and  Mrs.  William  Fisher  was  there.  I  can't  recollect  whether  I  de- 
livered upon  the  order  of  claimant  the  crops  of  Mrs.  P.  Breaux  and  Mrs.  Giles  Higgin* 
bothom.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  delivered  the  crops  of  Edmond  Guidry  and  Pierre 
Louis  Guidry  to  claimant  or  order.  Paul  Hebert  had  four  bales  of  cotton.  I  am  ^ot 
sure,  but  I  think  Mrs.  Fisher  had  two;  Valentine  D.  Breaux  had  one.  I|retumed honje 
within  twelve  months  afler  entering  the  Confederate  service;.  I  think  I  came  home  six 
or  seven  months  after  my  entering  service.  I  can't  recollect  if  Mrs,  Fisher,  Valentin* 
D.  Breaux,  and  Paul  Hebert's  cotton  was  at  my  gin  then.  I  know  that  Valentine  D- 
Breaux,  Mrs.  Fisher,  and  Paul  Hebert  sold  their  crop  to  claimant. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Q.  What  do  yon  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  any  sales  of  cotton  by  Hebert, 

Breaux,  and  Mrs.  Fisher  to  claimant? — A.  I  know  it  because  Breaux,  Hebert,  and  Mi* 

Fisher  told  me  that  they  had  sold  their  cotton  to  claimant,  who  told  me  that  he  V^ 

chased  their  cotton.     Neither  of  these  pei-sons  were  present  when  claimant  told  me  he 
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3d  t]beir  cotton,  nor  claimant  present  when  they  told  me  that  they  had  sold  their 
x>  him.  I  do  not  recollect  if  either  of  the  cotton  I  had  ginned  was  marked.  I 
ecollect  when  I  came  the  first  time  home  froin.  the  army  if  I  came  on  fnrlongh; 
time  I  belonged  to  a  company  of  cavalry  which  was  disbanded.  If  I  came  back 
hen  my  company  was  disbanded,  and  I  remained  at  home  three  or  fonr  months, 
n  Airlongh  two  or  three  days. 

d  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  jndge:  Do  yon  l^now  of  any  other  matter 
to  the  claim  in  question  ?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

HYPOLITE  A.  GUIDRY. 

on  of  Nabcisse  Zebingue  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La. ,  on  the  31st 

day  of  December,  1868. 

general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  occupa- 
ur  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, 
r  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  you  are 
in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Narcisse  Zeringue;  my  occupa- 
nt of  wagoner;  I  am  fifty-nine  years  old;  my  place  of  residence  within  the  last 
)  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in 
n  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  the 
t. 

interrogated  by  Henby  L.  Gablakd,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
s: 

employed  in  1862  by  claimant  to  haul  cotton  for  him;  I  hauled  cotton  for  him 
Bvariste  de  Caillon's  plantation,  about  one  mile  and  a  half  Arom  the  town  of 
as;  I  hauled  about  80  bales  of  cotton,  more  or  less;  I  am  certain  of  80  bales;  I 
lU  the  cotton  he  had  at  his  store  at  that  time;  I  recollect  that  some  of  said  cot- 
been'hauled  by  me  from  E'te  A.  Guidry's  gin;  about  that  time  I  hauled  cotton 
arles  B.  Smith  to  claimant's  store;  the  cotton  I  hauled  for  claimant  to  his  store 
lusas  from  H'te  A.  Guidry  and  Charles  B.  Smith  was  part  of  the  eighty  bales  I 
[romthe  claimant's  store  toY'tede  Caillon;  I  made  ashed  at  Mr.  de  Caillon's  to 
cotton;  I  was  at  Mr.  de  Caillon's  two  or  three  weeks  before  the  Federal  troops 
re  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the  shed  under  which  the  cotton  was  stored,  as  the 
ere  eating  the  cotton ;  all  of  said  cotton  was  there  when  I  was  there  the  last 
did  not  go  there  alter  the  Federals  went  away. 

ross-examined  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

>w  do  you  recollect  it  was 'in  1862  that  yon  hauled  said  cotton  from  claimant's 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  time;  I  just  know  it  was  about  that  time;  it  was  in 

Qg;  I  do  not  recollect  at  what  time  in  the  spring. 

)w  do  you  recollect  the  number  of  bales  you  hauled  from  the  store  ? — A.  I  reool- 

y  the  number  of  bales  I  hauled  from  the  two  gins  to  claimant's  store,  and  also 

lumber  of  bales  which  were  hauled  there  by  another  man. 

ho  was  the  other  person  who  hauled  cotton  to  claimant's  store  ? — A.  It  was  Mr. 

;  I  saw  him  haul  that  cotton  there;  J  can't  recollect  how  many  bales. 

>w  many  bales  did  you  haul  from  H'te  A.  Guidry 's  gin,  and  how  many  from 

? — A.  I  can't  recollect  how  many  bales  exactly;  I  know  I  hauled  from  one  gin 

five  bales,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect;  from  the  other  I  cannot  recollect  if  it  was 

Qore  or  less;  it  is  so  long  ago  I  can't  recollect;  I  hauled  cotton  from  Mr.  Guidry 's 

le  spring;  it  was  the  same  spring  I  hauled  the  cotton  from  claimant's  store  to  E. 

)n;  I  hauled  cotton  from  Smith's  gin  at  the  same  time  I  hauled  from  Guidry 's 

as  the  cotton  that  you  hauled  from  Guidry  and  Smith's  gins  marked;  if  so,  what 
i  marks  on  each  lot? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  if  said  cotton  was  marked  or  not. 
as  the  cotton  you  hauled  from  claimant's  store  marked;  if  so,  how? — A.  I  don't 
;;  if  said  cotton  was  marked  or  not. 

)w  did  you  recognize  the  cotton  you  hauled  from  the  store  as  the  same  as  that 
led  from  the  gins? — A.  I  only  know  that  said  cotton  was  piled  up  in  the  same 

«  you  sure  it  was  the  same  cotton,  or  part  of  the  same? — A.  I  am  certain  it  was 

e  cotton. 

>w  are  you  sure  it  was  the  same  cotjbon? — A.  I  am  sure  of  it  because  I  piled  the 

lyself  in  claimant's  store;  it  was  divided  in  two  lots;  one  lot  was  outside  of  the 

overed  with  planks,  and  the  other  lot  in  the  warehouse. 

the  cotton  hauled  there  had  been  taken  away  by  some  one  else  and  other  cotton 

«  in  its  place,  would  you  have  known  it  was  the  same  cotton? — A.  I  don't  ex- 

ould  have  known  it;  I  can't  tell  what  distance  is  Charles  B.  Smith's  gin  from 
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Opelonsaa;  the  gin  of  Mr.  Smitli  is  the  nearest  from  Opelonsaa  than  Mr.  H^te  A.  Goidry; 
E.  lie  Gaillon's  plantation  is  about  southeast  from  Opelousas;  claimant  told  me  to  haul 
the  cotton  on  de  Caillon's  plantation,  hecanse  he  said  all  the  cotton  had  to  be  taken 
away  from  the  town  of  Opelousas;  he  wanted  his  cotton  hauled  to  Mr.  de  Caillon's;  the 
cotton  was  piled  in  an  open  place  close  to  the  woods,  in  the  pasture,  and  after  a  shed 
was  put  over  it;  I  helped  put  the  covering  over  it;  all  the  cotton  at  that  time  in  Ope- 
lousas was  hauled  away;  it  was  something  about  a  month  or  two  months  before  the 
Federals  came  here;  I  am  not  positive;  I  mean  the  first  time  the  Federal  troops  came 
here;  they  remained  here  about  one  month;  the  cotton  was  placed  about  two  hundred 
yards  from  de  Caillon's  house;  the  house  could  be  seen  where  the  cotton  was;  I  don'C 
recollect  if  de  Caillon  was  at  home  at  the  time  I  hauled  the  cotton;  the  cotton  could  not:;, 
be  seen  from  the  road;  there  was  a  man  with  me  who  helps  load  and  unload,  and  to](^ 
me  where  to  put  the  cotton;  I  can't  recollect  the  man's  name;  he  lived  in  the  town;  h.^ 
was  a  white  man. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matt^^ 
relative  to  the  claim  in  question?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

his 
NARCISSE  -f  ZERINGUE^ 
mark. 

Deposition  of  Onbzime  A.  Guidby  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  ^ig^ 

day  of  December,  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge :  Please  stat«  your  name,  yonr  oc- 
cupation, your  a^e,  your  ]^lace  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  iw 
terest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry^  and  whether 
and  in  what  degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant  f — ^A.  My  name  is  Onezime  A. 
Guidry ;  my  occupation  is  that  of  planter :  I  am  fifty-three  years  old  ;  my  reeideoce 
within  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  parisn  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  di- 
rect or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in 
any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henrt  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
ness says: 

In  the  beginning  of  the  year  1862  I  sold  to  claimant  20  bales  of  cotton,  and  they  re- 
mained on  my  plantation  until  the  year  1863 ;  I  left  my  plantation  a  day  or  two  be-  j 
fore  the  Federal  troops  came  here;  the  cotton  was  then  on  my  i)lantation;  I  came  j 
back  about  six  weeks  after  I  left  home ;  the  Federals  were  then  gone;  when  I  came  | 
back  home  the  cotton  was  gone.                                 *  I 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fkssknden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States:  j 

I  raised  said  cotton  on  my  plantation  in  tbe  year  1861  with  my  slaves;  I  sold  this  , 
cotton  to  claimant;  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  1&S2 ;  I  made  the  bargain  with  claim- 
ant, as  well  as  I  can  recollect,  in  his  own  store;  I  sold  my  cotton  at  tbe  rateof  *20 
cents  per  pound;  I  sold  said  cotton  to  claimant  on  accouut  of  a  note  he  held  again^  \ 
me,  given  for  a  store  account;  when  I  sold  the  cotton  I  agreed  to  keep  it  under  the 
gallery  of  a  corn-crib  ;  I  had  some  other  6otton  at  that  time,  about  25  or  :29  bales; 
out  of  that  cotton  I  sold  16  or  20  bales  to  Mr.  Bloch  ;  I  think  16  bales ;  there  was  also      j 


sion,  bnt  after  Louisiana  seceded  I  took  part  with  my  native  State,  and  I  went  the 


whole  figure.    I  do  not  recollect  if  the  cotton  I  sold  claimant  wa^  marked. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Do  you  you  know  of  any  other 
matter  relative  to  the  claim  in  question ;  if  you  do,  state  it  fully  f — A.  I  do  not. 

ONEZIME  A.  GUIDBY. 

Deposition  of  Adele  Guidry  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  theStstdaf  o^ 

December.  1868. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Please  state  your  name,  yonrocco- 


occupation  is  that  of  a  seamstress;  I  am  48  years  old;  I  have  no  interest,  ^^*J^ 
indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry;  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree 
to  the  claimant ;  my  residence  has  been  for  the  past  year  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Lw"" 
dry. 
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Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  ooansel  for  the  claimant,  the 
witness  says: 

I  resided  on  the  plantatioti  of  Onezime  A.  Gnidry  during  the  whole  year  1863 ;  there^ 
▼as  cotton  on  said  plantation  when  the  Federal  troops  first  came  here  in  1863 ;  the 
cotton  was  nnder  the  gallery  of  the  corn-crib ;  I  was  present  when  said  cotton  \«aa 
tftken  away ;  the  Federal  troops  took  that  cotton ;  the  Federal  troops  then  occupied. 
the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  don't  know  the  names  of  the  persons  who  took  that 
cotton ;  a  few  days  after  the  cotton  was  taken  away  a  man  who  said  his  name  was 
John  Boyston  came  to  the  house  and  told  me  that  he  belonged  to  the  company  who- 
took  the  cott-on ;  persons  taking  the  cotton  neither  gave  a  receipt  or  paid  therefor  to- 
me, or  as  far  as  I  know  to  any  person  on  the  plantation. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fessendek,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  owned  9  bales  of  the  cotton  that  was  taken  away ;  I  and  my  children  and  persona 
I  enraged  packed  said  cotton  in  the  field,  with  the  permission  of  Mr.  Onezime  A. 
Guidry ;  I  don't  think  said  9  bales  were  marked ;  the  Federal  troops  came  on  the 
place  about  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  left  at  about  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  evening  f 
there  was  no  white  person  on  the  plantation  except  a  man  by  the  name  of  Henri,, 
who  done  nothing  on  the  place  but  hunting;  about  15  Federals  came  to  the  planta- 
tion ;  1  don't  know  how  many  wagons  they  had ;  not  many,  because  they  mado 
Kveral  loads  and  even  took  a  wagon  on  the  place  ;  the  persons  that  came  on  the  plan- 
tation bad  blue  coats  and  pantaloons ;  they  had  caps ;  they  were  armed  ;  I  did  not 
see  the  Federals  except  on  the  plantation;  I  was  tnere  all  the  time;  they  were  oi> 
the  plantation  and  around  it  during  three  or  four  weeks  while  they  occupied  this 
pariHh ;  Mr.  Gnidry 's  plautatiou  from  Opelousas  is  about  3  or  4  miles. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Do  you  know  of  any  other 
matter  relative  to  the  claim  in  question  ;  if  you  do,  state  it  fully  t — A.  I  do  not. 

her 

ADELE  X  GUIDRY. 

mark. 

l^eposition  of  John  Bub.  Louailuer,  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  th& 

2d  day  of  January,  18(i9. 

Fint  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Please  state  your  name,  your  oc- 
Pupation,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
and  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant  f — A.  My  name  is  John  Bte. 
LoQaillier;  my  occupation  is  that  of  a  laborer;  I  am  forty-seven  years  old;  I  have 
no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  cluim  which  is  the  subject  of  controversy  ;  my 
^idence  the  past  year  has  been  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  and  I  am  not  related  in 
Any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  counsel  of  the  claimant,  the  witness  says: 

I  always  lived  in  the  parish  of  St.  Landry  from  my  birth;  I  was  Ete.  do  Caillon's 

■lave  before  and  during  the  war,  and  resided  on  his  place  near  the  town  of  Opelousas  ; 

j  was  on  that  plantation  when  the  Federal  troops  came  here  in  the  spring  of  1863 ; 

^do  not  remember  who  commanded  the  Federal  troops  at  that  time;  Mr.  de  Caillon 

i^d  no  cotton  at  the  time  on  his  place;  he  raised  no  cotton  ;  there  was  no  cotton  on 

^he place  except  what  claimant  put  there ;  the  cotton  was  baled;  I  do  not  remember 

now  many  bales  there  was ;  there  was  a  big'  lot  of  them;  I  do  not  remember  if  Ete. 

^A  C^aillon  was  on  his  place  when  the  cotton  was  first  hauled  ;  Mr.  Tenodin  requested 

ine  to  take  care  of  the  cotton  and  see  that  the  creatures  did  not  eat  it ;  there  was  a- 

*ned  over  the  cotton;  I  did  not  know  who  put  there;  Mr.  E.  de  Caillon  was  on  tho 

place  after  the  cotton  was  hauled;  he  was  away  from  home  when  the  Federal  Army 

^me  here;  the  cotton  was  taken  away  by  the  Yankees;  strangers  to  me  and  the- 

country ;  I  expect  the  Federal  Army  was  here  at  the  time;  these  persons  who  took  th& 

cotton  were  dressed  as  soldiers;  they  were  dressed  in  blue  cloth,  I  believe ;  when  Uiey 

<^&nie  home  they  asked  me  if  there  was  any  cotton  here ;  I  told  them  claimant  had 

^otton  here,  and  I  showed  them  where  it  was ;  all  the  cotton  baled  was  taken  awav  ^ 

*■  saw  l^arcisse  Zeringue  haul  that  cotton  there ;  after  Narcisse  Zeringue  hauled  the- 

^M;0&  there  none  was  taken  away  to  my  knowledge  except  by  the  Yankees;  I  took 

^^  Yankees  to  the  shed  and  showed  them  the  cotton ;  they  did  not  pay  me  for  the  cot- 

7?°)  and  left  no  receipt  with  me  for  it ;  Mr.  de  Caillon  nor  his  family  were  not  on  the 

Pjace  when  the  cott<m  was  taken  away;  I  was  the  only  person  there  belonging  to«the 

th'^^^*  ^^^  there  was  some  other  black  people  about  the  house  that  did  not  belong  to* 

^^  place. 

Cross-examined  by  Wiluam  Fsssendbn,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  do  not  remember  when  the  cotton  was  brought  to  the  place,  if  it  was  in  the  win* 
^  ^x*  the  spring ;  I  do  not  recollect  how  long  it  waa  ^\i«Ti  \>\i«  <^o\i\oti^«j&\A>K.«vi  vhv^ 
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£rom  tbe  time  it  was  brought  there ;  it  mast  have  been  six  or  seven  months  after ;  I 
disremember  whether  Mr.  de  CaiUon  was  there  when  the  cotton  was  first  brought; 
the  cotton  was  put  over  the  gully  in  the  pasture,  about  half  a  miie  from  the  house; 
I  could  not  see  the  cotton  from  the  house ;  there  was  a  road  goin^  to  ^here  the  cot- 
ton was;  the  cotton  was  not  on  the  road;  it  was  thirty  rods  from  the  road  ;  that  road 
wA  not  a  public  road;  it  loads  through  the  pasture  into  the  woods;  I  do  not  remem- 
ber if  I  was  at  home  when  the  four  loads  of  cotton  was  firsr.  bought  there ;  I  saw 
them  when  they  brought  some  of  it  there ;  to  my  knowledge  I  saw  them  bring  twa 
loads  of  cotton  there.    I  have  known  Narcisse  Zeringue  ever  since  I  was  a  little  boy^ 
He  was  the  man  I  see  haul  the  two  loads.     He  did  not  ask  me  where  to  put  the  cot<^ 
ton.     I  do  not  know  how  lou^  he  was  hauling.     I  knew  Mr.  Perrmlin  at  tfaat  time.    ^ 
have  been  acquainted  with  him  for  the  last  twenty  years.     J  do  not  know  where  tl^^ 
lumber  came  from  that  made  the  shed  over  the  cotton.    The  shed  was  about  18  fe«^ 
wide.     It  was  not  much  larger  than  it  was  wide.    I  can't  tell  how  high  it  was.     ;^ 
had  a  roof  made  with  planks.    The  sides  of  the  shed  were  with  planks.     The  plan.\^| 
were  not  close  together,  and  wide  enough  in  some  places  for  cows  to  put  their  no^ea 
through,  and  in  some  other  places  their  heads.    I  saw  Mr.  Perrodin  on  that  plant;^ 
tion.     He  came  there,  I  believe,  the  same  week  they  were  hauling  the  cotton,  an^  j 
flaw  him  there  several  times  afterwards  before  the  cotton  was  taken  away.    Mr.  de 
Caillon's  place  is  about  two  or  three  miles  from  Opelousas,  as  well  as  I  can  judge,     j 
went  where  the  cotton  was  before  it  was  taken  away,  and  nailed  the  planks  when 
the  cattle  had  broken  in.    Nobody  went  with  me. 
^  As  much  as  I  can  recollect,  I  believe  the  cotton  was  taken  in  the  spring.    At  tbe 
time  the  cotton  was  taken  Mr.  de  Caillon  and  family  were  away  from  home.    There 
were  persons  with  those  who  took  the  cotton  away  that  I  took  to  be  officers.    I  do 
not  remember  whether  they  were  dressed  in  black'  or  grey ;  they  had  something  on 
their  shoulders.     Some  of  the  soldiers  inquired  if  there  was  any  cotton  there.    Tbey 
had  no  wagons  with  them  when  I  first  showed  them  the  cotton.    Two  days  after 
they  came  with  wagons.     Some  others  came  for  corn  and  some  for  cotton  ;  six  of  said 
wagons  took  cotton.    Thev  had  four  mules  to  each  wagon..    Some  of  the  wagons  were 
painted  blue.     1  do  not  know  how  many  bales  they  hauled  at  a  load.    Icao'ttell 
fiow  many  times  they  came  in  a  day.     I  do  not  know  now  long  they  were haaliug  the 
cotton  away.     I  don't  know  if  it  is  nearer  to  Barre's  Landing  or  to  Washington  from 
the  plantation.    I  do  not  know  which  direction  they  took  with  the  cotton.    I  did  not 
flf^e  any  other  person  at  that  time  dressed  like  these  persons  who  took  the  cottoD.  I 
did  not  leave  the  plantation.    Some  of  the  cotton  was  marked.     I  don't  know  if  it 
was  all  marked.    I  can't  tell  what  mark.    I  can't  read.    Mr.  de  CaiUoD  had  not 
raised  any  cotton  for  three  years  before  tbe  cotton  was  brought  there.     I  believe  de 
Caillon's  son  is  the  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Perrodin  now.     He  was  not  then. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other 
matter  relative  to  the  claim  in  question;  if  you  do,  state  it  fully  f — A.  I  do  not. 

his 
JEAN  BTE.  X  LOUAILLEIR. 
mark. 

Deposition  of  Onezime  L.  Guidry  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,onthe){d 

day  of  January,  1869. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Please  state  your  name,  year  oc- 
cupation, yonr  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  interest, di- 
rector indirect  in  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and  in  what 
degree  you  are  related  to  the  claim  an  tf — Answer.  My  name  is  Onezime  Guidry;  myoc- 
•cnpation  is  that  of  planter ;  I  am  57  years  of  age;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been 
in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim 
which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  tbe  claimant,  the 

witness  says : 

I  hauled  for  claimant  in  the  year  1862  cotton  from  Mr.  Hypolite  A.  Guidrv'sgin  tothe 

town  of  Opelousas;  I  cannot  tell  exactly;  I  suppose  about  20  bales;  I  do  notknov 

£rom  whom  claimant  bought  the  cotton ;  he  hired  me  to  haul  the  ootton,  but  did  not 

tell  me  from  whom  he  bought  it. 

Cross-examined  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  recollect  it  was  in  the  year  1662  I  hauled  the  cotton,  because  it  was  taken  the  yeir 
after;  I  am  positive  it  was  in  the  year  1862;  I  never  made  no  memorandum  of  the 
hauling  of  the  cotton  ;  I  never  expected  to  testify  in  the  matter ;  I  hauled  the  cotton  in 
the  spring ;  I  left  the  cotton  at  claimant's  store;  I  can't  say  if  the  cotton  was  msrked; 
the  matter  of  the  hauling  of  tbe  cotton  has  not  been  brought  to  my  attention  lateijl 
I  do  not  know  if  there  was  any  other  cotton  at  Mr.  Guidry's  gin  j  as  I  was  hanlioj 
•cotton  for  claimant  I  sent  my  wagoiv  tVfcT^*,  \  ^\^ian\»  %q  myself;  at  that  time  I H^^ 
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14  milea  from  Mr.  H'te  A.  Gnidry's  gin ;  I  did  not  myself  see  the  cotton  taken  from 
Gaidry*8  gin ;  I  did  not  come  myself  with  the  cotton  to  Opelousas,  nor  deliver  it  per- 
sonally. 

Re-examined  by  Henbt  L.  Garland,  counsel  for  the  claimant: 

Claimant  paid  me  for  the  hauling  of  the  cotton. 

Re-examined  by  William  Fkssenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States : 

I  was  in  account  with  claimant,  and  the  hauling  of  the  cotton  has  been  allowed  to 
me.     I  made  the  settlement  directly  after  the  hauling. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat> 
ter  relative  to  thd  claim  in  question  f    if  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

O.  L.  GUIDRY. 

Deposition  of  Christoval  L.  Dupr^  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the 

2d  day  of  January,  1869. 

Fir»t  general  interrogatory  by  tl^e  parish  judge :  Please  state  your  name,  your  occu- 
pation, your  age^  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year ;  whether  you  have  any  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and 
iu  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant.— A.  My  name  is  Christoval  L.  Dn- 
pr6;  my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter:  I  am*  thirty-two  years  old;  my  residence 
the  past  year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry  ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or 
indirect,  iu  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry' ;  claimant  was  once  married  to 
a  sisier-iu-law  of  mine. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the 
witness  says : 

I  sold  to  claimant  21  bales  of  cotton  in  1H62 ;  the  weight  was  9,439  pounds.  I  kept 
the  cotton  on  my  plantation  until  the  year  1863.  It  was  taken  by  a  detachment  of 
the  Forty-first  Massachusetts,  commanded  by  Lieutenant  Rhodes.  It  was  in  the 
spring  of  1863,  in  the  latter  part  of  April  or  May.  I  had  in  m3'  charge  upon  my 
plantation  some  other  cotton  belonging  to  claimant ;  I  had  40  bales  of  cotton  besides 
those  above  mentioned.     Said  cotton  was  also  taken  at  the  same  time. 

•  Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq . ,  counsel  for  the  United  States : 

I  then  resided  at  the  same  place  as  I  now  reside,  about  8  miles  northwest  of  Ope- 
iooaas;  I  raised  the  21  bales  of  cotton  on  my  place  in  the  year  1861 ;  I  made  the  bar- 
gain with  claimant  for  my  cotton  in  his  store  in  Opelonsas ;  he  paid  me  9  cents  per 
pound  ;  he  paid  me  in  payment  of  an  account  I  owed  him ;  the  cotton  was  under  my 
^n-bonae  when  I  sold  it.  Afterwards  I  received  orders  from  the  Confederates  to  haul 
1%  oat,  because  it  would  be  burnt ;  I  hauled  it  about  100  yards  from  the  gin^house;  I 
hauled  the  cotton  away  on  the  approach  of  the  Federal  army,  a  day  or  two  before  it 
was  taken.  All  the  cotton  on  my  plantation  was  hauled  out  there ;  no  attempt  was 
made  to  bum  it.  I  say  an  order;  it  was  more  an  advice  than  an  order  to  move  the 
cotton.  I  have  been  informed  that  some  cotton  had  been  burned  in  the  neighbor- 
bood.  Some  of  my  friends  in  the  Confederate  army  advised  me  to  move  the  cotton 
ft^nray  from  my  buildings. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  cotton  upon  your  plantation  f— A.  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge 
tbat  Mr.  Fraufois  Dnpr^  sold  two  bales  to  claimant ;  I  weighed  the  cotton  mvself. 
1  was  present  at  the  time  of  the  sale  and  receipted  the  cotton  for  claimant.    I  know 
tbat  I  was  piesent  when  claimant  bought  38  bales  of  cotton  in  the  seed  of  Oscar  Al- 
pbin ;  that  I  hauled  the  cotton  to  my  gin-house  and  ginned  it  and  baled  it;  the  bar- 
gain was  made  with  Mr.  Alphin  in  the  claimant's  store ;  I  cannot  say  exactly  when 
tbe  bargain  was  made:  it  was  in  the  fall  of  1862.    I  don't  know  how  much  claimant 
naid  for  said  cotton.    I  do  not  know  where  the  bargain  with  Mr.  F.  Dupr^  was  made. 
I  was  not  present  myself  at  the  time  it  was  made.    Claimant  told  Mr.  F.  Dupr^  at 
my  house  to  haul  this  cotton  and  I  would  receive  it.    This  cotton  was  baled  when 
brought  to  me  by  F.  Dupr6.    This  cotton  was  marked  F.  D. ;  the  38  bales  were  also 
marked ;  it  was  marked  J.  P. ;  the  21  bales  were  marked  C.  L.  Dupr^:  the  2  bales  of 
F.  Dupr^,  I  recollect,  had  the  gin-mark  C.  L.  Dupr^.     I  was  present  when  the  bargain 
was  made  with  Mr.  O.  Alphin.     Alphin  helped  naul  the  cotton  to  my  gin.     I  do  not 
recollect  how  much  claimant  paid  him  for  his  cotton;  I  do  not  recollect  how  much  a 
pound.    Claimant  not  pay  him  in  my  presence.    I  do  not  know  if  Alphin  was  in  the 
Confederate  service ;  he  moved  away  from  the  parish  the  same  year,  and  I  lost  sight 
of  him.     Mr.  F.  Dupr6  was  not  in  the  Confederate  army.     I  was  not  myself  in  the 
Confederate  army ;  I  never  was  an  officer  or  agent  of  the  Confederate  (rovemment. 
The  persons  who  took  the  cotton  away  gave  me  no  receipt ;  they  offered  m^  one,  but 
I  did  not  take  it.    The  cotton  took  the  road  to  Opelonsas. 

Second  general  interrojyratory  by  the  parish  judge :  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter relative  to  the  claim  m  question  f    If  you  do,  state  it  fully  f — A.  I  do  not. 

C.  L.  DUPRfi. 
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» 

Deposition  of  Joseph  Rayok  for  claituant,  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.,  on  the  4th  day 

of  January,  1869. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  jndge:  Please  state  your  name,  your  ooen- 
pation,  your  age,  yonr  place  of  residence  the  pasc  year ;  whether  you  have  any  inter- 
•est,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  tne  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether,  and 
in  what  degree  voa  are  related  to  the  claimant? — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  Rayon  ;  my 
occupation  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  thirty-eight  years  of  age;  my  residence  has 
been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry  the  past  year;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  1  am  not  related  in  any  degree 
to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wi"^ 
nesH  says : 

Francois  Coulon  Bevilliers,  p^re,  is  dead.    I  know  that  he  sold  to  claimant  io  t^;^ 
year  IBti^  a  lot  of  9  bales  of  cotton ;  said  cotton  remained  on  Mr.  Devilliers'  plan%-^ 
tion  ;  1  believe  the  cotton  was  taken  away  in  the  year  ItiGii ;  I  was  not  on  the  plaait^. 
tion  when  the  cotton  was  taken  away.    I  live  about  3  or  4  acres  from  the  plantation 
And  I  was  daily  about  the  plantation  when  the  cotton  was  taken  away.    There  ^rai 
other  cotton  there  that  was  taken  about  the  same  day  the  cotton  of  Francois  Devi/, 
liers,  p^re.    I  saw  the  Federal  trooptf  daily  about  my  place  and  Mr.  Devilliers'.     j^ 
was  during  their  occupation  of  this  section  of  the  country  when  the  cotton  was  takeo. 
I  was  not  personally  present  when  the  cotton  was  taken  away  from  Mr.  DevillierB*,  but 
they  passed  with  the  cotton  before  my  house,  and  I  recognized  the  cotton  by  the  brand. 
The  cotton  took  the  direction  of  Barrels  Landing.    I  did  not  know  personally  the  per- 
■sons  who  took  the  cotton ;  the  persons  who  passed  before  my  house  had  the  miiformo/ 
the  Federals.    I  had  at  the  time  cotton  taken  away  by  the  Federals  from  me.   My 
ootton  was  at  my  own  place.    I  got  a  receipt  for  my  cotton  from  Captain  Pope's  ser- 
geant. 

Cross-examined  by  William  Fbsssndsn,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  was  not  present  at  the  time  the  bargain  was  made  for  the  9  bales  of  cotton  abore 
alluded  to. 

Q.  What  do  yon  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  ownership  of  said 
cotton  at  the  time  it  was  taken  f — A.  I  know  nothing  of  my  own  knowledge,  except 
what  Mr.  Devilliers  told  me.  I  know  that  Mr.  Devilliers  had  other  cotton  at  hie  place 
besides  the  9  bales  belonging  to  himself;  I  don't  know  how  many  baleis.  The  9  bales 
were  marked  F.  C.  D. ;  the  rest  of  the  cotton  had  the  same  mark ;  I  noticed  the  brand 
particularly  when  the  cotton  passed  by  my  house.  Mr.  Devilliers,  p^re,  was  at  that  time 
About  sixty-three  or  sixty-four  years  old ;  he  had  two  sons ;  they  were  in  the  Confed- 
erate army. 

Second  interrogatory  by  the  parish  jndge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  rela- 
tive to  the  claim  in  question*?    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do* not. 

JOSEPH  RAYON. 

Deposition  of  Louis  Malveaux  for  claimant,  takeu  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  4th  daj 

January,  lti69. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge.  Please  state  your  name,  year  ocea- 
pation,  your  age,  your  })Iace  of  residence  the  past  year ;  whether  you  have  any  inter-  ^ 
est,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and 
in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant  f — A.  My  name  is  Louis  Malveanx; 
my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter ;  1  am  about  forty-six  years  old  ;  my  residence  the 
past  year  has  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  dej^ree 
to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  says : 
I  sold  claimant  1  bale  of  cotton,  but  I  do  not  recollect  at  what  time ;  the  cotton  was 
sold  before  the  Federal  troops  came  here ;  that  bale  of  cott.on  was  at  my  mother'ay 
Thoteste  Esprit,  widow  J.  Bte.  Malveaux.  The  cotton  was  ginned  and  baled  at  Mr. 
Oradeniyo's  gin.  I  and  others  hauled  this  and  other  cotton  f^m  Gradeuiyo's  gin  to 
Widow  Malveaux's  plantation.  I  do  not  recollect  how  many  bales  I  and  others  banled 
ior  Sosthene  Malveaux.  I  do  not  know  how  many  bales  we  hauled  for  Mrs.  MalveaoSf 
but  there  was  altogether  15  bales  that  were  put  under  a  shelter  on  the  plantation  <m 
W.  Malveaux.  That  was  all  the  cotton  that  Sosthene  Malveaux,  Wo.  Malveaox,  ai^J^ 
myself  raised  in  that  year.  I  lived  at  the  time  on  the  plantation  of  Sosthene  Mai' 
veaux ;  those  15  bales  of  cotton  remained  on  Widow  Mai veaux's  nlantation  nntil  they 
were  taken  away  by  the  Federal  troops.  I  was  present  when  uie  Federals  took  th^ 
the  cotton.    I  did  not  tell  them  that  tne  cotton  belonged  to  claimant  for  I  conld  oo*     i 
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Bnslish,  and  they  all  sppke  that  language.    They  neither  gave  a  receipt  Dor 
T  tBe  cotton.    They  came  with  the  cotton  towards  the  toi?<n  of  Opeloasas. 

/ro68-exami nation  by  Wm.  Fkssenden^  Esq.^  connsel  for  the  United  States: 

le  the  bargain  for  that  bale  of  cotton  at  claimant's  store  in  Opelonsas;  no  price 
ed  for  cotton ;  I  gave  it  on  acconnt.  I  do  not  recollect  if  that  Dale  of  cotton  was 
I,  nor  whether  any  of  the  rest  of  the  cotton  was  marked.  I  cannot  recollect  how 
was  from  the  time  I  sold  the  cotton  to  claimant  to  the  time  it  was  taken  away  by 
lerals.  Widow  Malveaux's  plantation  is  about  three  miles  and  a  half  trom 
sas.  Widow  Malveanx  was  at  home  at  the  time  the  cotton  was  taken  away. 
ae  Malveanx  was  not  at  Wo.  Malveanx's ;  he  was  at  his  own  place.  I  was  not 
at  W.  Malveaux's  at  that  time,  but  when  the  cotton  was  taken  away  I  was  at 
Dse.  It  was  the  Ai-st  time  the  Federals  came  here  that  the  cotton  was  taken. 
I  not  make  any  objection  to  the  taking  way  of  the  cotton, 
od  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  yon  know  of  any  matter 
e  to  the  claim  in  question  f    If  you  do,  state  it  full  v. — A.  I  do  not. 

LOUIS  MALVEAUX. 

tion  of  Baptists  Malvkaux  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  4th 
<  day  of  January,  1BG9. 

;  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Please  state  your  name,  yonr  occn- 
,  your  age.  your  place  of  r»'sidence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  in- 
direct or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Baptiste  Mal- 
;  my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  fifty  years  old;  my  residence  has 
le  past  year  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  int-erest,  direct  or  indi- 
I  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inqniry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree 
mant. 

g  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Gabland,  Esq.,  connsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit- 
ys : 

le  year  1862,  as  near  I  recollect,  I  sold  to  claimant  three  bales  of  cotton ;  I  put 
»tton  for  claimant  at  Mr.  Valade;  the  cotton  was  ginned  at  Mr.  Cadet  Pitre. 

Dross-examination  by  Wm.  Fessenden,  Esq.,  connsel  for  the  United  States: 

kde  the  bargain  for  my  cotton  at  claimant's  store,  in  the  town  of  Opelonsaa ; 
ton  was  then  at  my  house;  Mr.  Cadet  resided  then  about  ten  acres  from  my 

I  think  Mr.  Valade  resides  about  three  miles  from  my  house— perhaps  more, 
IS  leas ;  I  hauled  myself  that  cotton  to  Mr.  T.  Valade ;  I  do  not  recollect  positivelv 
I  put  the  cotton,  whether  it  was  under  the  corn-house  or  the  gin-house ;  I  think 
under  the  corn-house ;  I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  Mr.  T.  Valade  or  his  son 

Valade  who  was  at  home,  but  I  think  it  was  Theodore  Valade ;  I  do  not  recol- 
lat  claimant  paid  me  per  pound,  but  he  paid  me  at  the  current  rate ;  I  received 
ley— I  owed  claimant ;  the  bargain  between  me  and  claimant  was  that  the  cot- 
mid  be  delivered  at  Mr.  T.  Valade ;  nothing  was  allowed  me  to  haul  the  cotton 

T.  Valade;  1  do  not  know  for  what  reason  claimant  had  the  cotton  taken 

Mr.  T.  Valade  resides  about  eight  miles  and  a  half  from  Opelousas;  Mr.  T. 
» lived  the  farthest  from  Opelousas  than  I  did. 

nd  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat* 
fttive  to  the  claim  in  question  T    If  yon  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

his 
BAFflSTE  -}-  MALVEAUX. 
mark. 

tion  of  Adolphe  Malveaux,  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  4th 

day  of  January,  1869.    . 

:  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Please  state  your  name,  yonr  occn- 
) your  age,  your  place  of  resideuce  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  anv  inter- 
rect  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  and 
kt  degree  yon  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Adolphe  Malveaux ; 
mpation  is  that  of  a  planter ;  I  am  forty-six  years  old ;  my  residence  the  past 
iks  been  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry  ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect, 
claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  to  claimant. 
B  lot  was  paid  to  Perrodin.) 

g  interrogated  by  Henrt  L.  GARLAND,'E8q.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  wit* 
lys: 

d  to  claimant  in  the  year  1662  five  bales  of  cotton ;  I  delivered  said  cotton  on 
L.  Valade's  plantation. 
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Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fe88EKDEN,  counsel  for  the  United  States : 

I  made  the  bargain  for  my  cotton  in  claimant's  store,  in  the  town  of  Opeloosas;  I 
do  not  recollect  now  mnch  claimant  paid  me  per  ponnd  for  my  cotton;  he  paid  me 
the  current  price  at  the  time ;  he  did  not  pay  me  any  money  ;  he  had  a  store  account 
against  me,  on  account  of  which  the  cotton  was  sold  ;  claimant  was  not  there  when 
he  brought  the  cotton  to  Mr.  T.  Yalade ;  Mr.  Yorick  Valade  was  on  the  plantation ;  I 
am  sure  it  was  in  the  year  1862  I  sold  my  cotton  ;  I  know  it  by  the  years;  I  cannot 
recollect  exactly  what  year  the  Yankee  army  came  here  ;  I  sold  my  cotton  ]at<e  in  the 
fall ;  I  raiHcd  the  cotton  myself;  I  raised  it  the  same  year  Isold  it ;  I  can't  tell  if  the 
cotton  was  marked;  I  put  the  cotton  close  to  the  gin-house. 

Second  g«nieral  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat-^ 
ter  in  relation  to  the  claim  in  question  T    If  you  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

ADOLPHE  MALVEAUX. 

Deposition  of  Sebastian  MALVRAUX^for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  tl^^ 

4th  day  of  January,  1869. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  Judge.  Please  state  your  name,  your  c^^^^ 
cupatiou,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  yon  have  a«:^ ^ 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whethi^j. 
and  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant  ? — A.  My  name  is  Sebastian  M^. 
veaux  :  my  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter;  I  am  tifty-iive  or  lifty-six  years  old;  xnr 
residence  the  past  year  has  been  in  the  paiish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  hftve  no  Interest,  <]/. 
rect  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  i^ 
any  degree  to  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witoefis 
says: 

At  the  time  that  my  brother,  the  witness,  Adolphe  Malveaux,  sold  his  cotton  to 
claimant,  I  sold' to  said  claimant  a  lot  of  six  bales  of  cotton.  I  delivered  said  cottoo 
at  the  gin-house  of  Mr.  Valade.  I  do  not  exactly  know  the  weight  of  those  bales  of 
cotton  ;  one  of  them  weighed  600  pounds  and  another  500  and  odd  pounds. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fbssenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

I  raised  that  cottou.  I  don't  recollect  exactly  if  I  raised  that  cotton  the  same  year 
I  sold  it.  I  made  the  bargain  with  claimant  at  his  store  in  Opelousas.  Icannot  recol- 
lect how  much  he  agreed  to  pay  me  a  pound  for  my  cotton,  it  is  so  long  ago.  He  did 
not  pay  me  money ;  he  may  have  advanced  money  on  account.  I  can't  recollect  if 
the  cotton  was  marked,  it  has  been  so  long  since.  Claimant  was  not  at  Mr.  Yalade'B 
when  I  delivered  the  cotton.  It  was  in  the  bargain  that  I  should  deliver  the  cottoD 
at  Mr.  Valade's  gin.  I  left  the  cotton  alongside  of  the  gin.  I  carried  the  cottOD 
there  myself.     I  don't  recollect  the  year  I  sold  the  cotton  to  claimant. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter relative  to  the  claim  m  question  f     [f  you  do,  state  it  fully. — ^A.  I  do  not. 

his 
SEBASTIAN  X  BIALYEAUX. 
mark. 

Deposition  of  Esprit  Bonket,  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  4th  day 

of  January,  1869. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  j  udge.  Please  state  your  name,  ^onr  oc- 
cupation, your  age,  place  of  residence  the  past  year ;  whether  yon  have  any  mteiest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether  yoa  aze 
related  to  the  claimant.r—A.  My  name  is  Esprit  Bonnet ;  my  occupation  is  that  of  a 
carpenter:  I  am  forty-six  years  of  age  ;  my  residence  the  past  year  has  been  intbs 
parish  of  oaint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  i^ 
the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant.  .| 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Oarland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  the  witnes      ^ 
says :  I 

I  know  the  claimant  had  a  lot  of  cotton  in  1862  and  1863  on  the  plantatian  of  Kf* 
E.  de  Caillon.  I  constructed  the  shed  under  which  said  cotton  was  placed;  It^ 
paired  the  shed  upon  two  different  occasions  after  it  was  constructed.  I  saw  Narciff* 
Zeringne  haul  a  portion  of  that  cotton ;  claimant  paid  me  for  the  constructioD  of  the 
shed,  and  for  every  time  I  repaired  it.  There  was  about  80  or  H5  bales  of  cotton  oB' 
der  that  shed  when  I  constructed  it.  Claimant  accompanied  me  the  fint  time  I  ^^^ 
to  Mr.  E.  de  Caillon  to  build  the  shed. 

Cross-examination  by  William  Fessenden,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  United  Statee: 
There  was  some  cottou  there  piled  up  when  I  first  went  to  build  the  shed.    I  do  not 
Irnow  where  the  cottoa  came  iiom.    1  kxvo^  t\i«>t  oome  of  the  cotton  came  from  clatn- 
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^nitV  becanse  I  was  at  work  at  the  hoase  when  Narcisse  Zeringue  hanled  soiue cotton, 
from  there.    At  the  time  I  lived  in  the  town  of  Opelonsas  I  counted  the  bales  of  cot- 
ton there,  and)  as  far  as  I  can  recollect  now,  there  was  about  80  or  85  bales.    I  counted 
thebaleH  of  cotton  after  I  had  done  the  shed;  they  were  under  the  shed  then;  the 
«beii  was  aboat  40  to  45  feet  long,  and  30  to  35  feet  wide.    There  was  9  feet  from  the 
low<;r  part  of  the  roof  to  the  ground,  and  about  18  feet  from  the  top  of  the  roof  to  the 
gronnd.    As  much  as  I  can  recollect  the  shed  was  full ;  there  was  one  row  of  bales 
Above  the  lower  part  of  the  r©of.    I  counted  the  bales  of  cotton  by  rows ;  there  was 
a  liitle  t^pace  in  the  middle  between  the  rows.    My  attention  was  not  called  to  the 
ntimber  of  bales  in  the  shed  from  the  time  I  counted  them  until  recently.    The  per- 
son wbo  called  my  attention  to  the  number  of  bales  under  said  shed  did  not  mention 
to  me  the  number  before ;  I  recollected  the  number  to  be  80  or  85.    De  Caillon's  house 
«Qnld  not  be  seen  from  the  shed ;  I  think  trees  intervening  prevented  it.    I  built  the 
shed  in  1862,  in  the  month  of  May ;  I  recollect  it  because  1  made  a  memorandum  of  it, 
as  well  as  of  all  kinds  of  work  I  done.    I  saw  a  portion  of  said  cotton  hauled  from 
claimant's  warehouses ;  the  warehouses  were  on  the  street  that  I  live  on  now ;  I  don't 
know  the  name  of  the  street ;  they  are  on  the  same  lot  on  which  claimant  has  his 
store.    I  don't  know  if  the  cotton  under  the  shed  was  marked ;  I  think  they  were, 
because  bales  of  cotton  are  generally  marked. 

Second  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge  :  Do  you  know  of  any  other  mat- 
^r  lu  relation  to  the  claim  in  question  f  If  so,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  do  not. 

ESPRIT  BONNET. 

■ 

I^eposition  of  Theodore  Valade  for  claimant,  taken  atOpelousas,  La.,  on  the  5th  day 

of  January,  1869. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parish  judge :  Please  state  your  name,  your  oc- 
^''ipation,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  any  in- 
terest, direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
*ud  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Theodore  Valade  ; 
^y  occupation  is  that  of  a  planter ;  my  age  is  63  years ;  my  residence  has  been  the 
past  year  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry;  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or indireet,  in  the 
^laim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry  ;  I  am  not  related  in  any  degree  to  claimant. 

Bemg  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the  witness 
flays: 

I  was  employed  by  claimant  as  his  clerk ;  I  acted  in  that  capacity  during  the  years 
1861  and  ls62  ;  I  was  intimately  acquainted  with  the  business  transacted  by  claimant 
*t  that  period  ;  I  did  pretty  much  all*  the  writings  about  his  business  transactions ; 
I  know  that  he  entered  in  a  book,  either  personally  or  by  me,  all  his  cotton  transac- 
tions; I  know  that  Joapin  L.  Petre  sold  to  claimant  in  1862  three  bales  of  cotton. 
Claimant  also  bought  from  Casimir  Rouzeau  in  1862  four  bales  of  cotton;  he  also 
honght  from  Charles  B.  Smith  25  bales  in  Mareh,  1862 ;  from  Girard  Prejeau,  the  same 
year,  a  lot  of  two  bales  of  cotton  ;  from  O.  L.  Bourgeois,  the  same  year,  a  lot  of  three 
Jj*le«;  Gerasime  Prejeau,  the  same  year,  7  bales  of  cotton  ;  from  Onezime  Olivier,  two 
oales  cotton,  the  same  year ;  I  know  that  Thos.  H.  Thompson,  the  same  year,  sold 
five  bah's  of  cntton  to  claimant.    I  know  that  Francois  Coulon  Devilliers,  pere,  sold 
^  claimant  in  the  year  1862  9  bales  of  cotton ;  I  also  know  that  claimant  bought  from 
F.  Vautrout,  in  18i62,  98  bales  of  cotton;  from  Mrs.  William  Fisher  on  the  19th  No- 
ywnber,  1861,  2  bales  of  cotton ;  from  Valentine  D.  Breaux,  in  1862,  I  bale  of  cotton ; 
2**^!  Widow  Bte.  Malveaux,  the  same  year,  1862,  10  bales  cotton;  from  Sosthene 
^alveanx,  4  bales  of  cotton  in  1862.     I  had  in  charge  for  claimant  at  my  planta- 
Jjon  a  lot  of  cotton  when  the  Federal  troops  first  came  here  in  1863 ;  I  had  17  bales ; 
•uese  cottons  were  bought  from  Sebastien  Malveaux,  Adolphe  Malveaux,   Joassin 
^.  Petre,  and  Baptiste  Malveaux ;  these  cottons  were  taken  away  by  Lieutenant 
Anodes,  Forty-first  Massachusetts,  in  May,  1863.    I  was  there  present  and  protested 
^Rainst  the  faking  said  cotton.    No  receipt  was  given  for  said  cotton  nor  payment 
JJ*de  for  it.    The  cotton  was  carried  in  the  direction  of  Opelousas  or  Washington,  on 
^®  road  which   leads  from  my  plantation  to  both   places.     I  was  present  when 
-^^rciase  Zeringue  loaded  with  the  cotton  to  be  taken  to  Mr.  de  Caillon,  but  I  did  not 
Myself  go  to  de  Caillon.     I  recollect  that  some  few  of  the  persons  of  whom  1  had 
Jpoken  of  haviug  sold  cotton  to  claimant  defivered  their  cotton  themselves  at  the  time 
jj^^  cotton  was  sold.    These  persons  were  Charles  B.  Smith,  Girard  Prejeau,  Casimir 
^Qzeanj  I  am  not  sure  of  any  other.     I  know  how  many  bales  of  cotton  Narcisse 
^^ringne  took  from  claimant's 'warehouse  to  be  transported  to  Mr.  de  Cailion  ;  there 
JepB  81  Uales.     Being  with  claimant  in  1861  and  1862,  I  can  testify  to  his  neutrality 
^Qriujj  the  conflict  between  the  Confederat-es  and  the  United  States  Government; 
Qriog  the  whole  of  that  time,  during  the  years  1861  and  1862,  he  maintained  a  com-. 
^i^*J  neutrality  between  the  contending  Governments.     I  know  that  during  the  whole 
*n©  ^ar  he  maintained,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  that  iift\3^xttA\t^ .    \  Va^vs^ 
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that  doriDg  the  war  claimant  made  appeal  for  protection  to  the  French  conaal  in  Ke>^ 
Orleans.  I  went  there  with  him.  Claimant  is  a  Frenchman  by  birth.  I  never  aa^ 
his  relatione  in  France. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fsssexden,  Esq.^  connsel  for  the  United  States ; 

At  the  time  I  acted  as  claimant's  clerk  I  resided  in  the  town  of  Opeloosas ;  nij^ 
plantation  that  I  have  spoken  of  is  9  miles  from  Opelousas;  the  bargain  for  sll  the 
cotton  I  testified  about  was  made  in  claimant's  office  in  Opelousas;  the  different  lots 
of  cotton  were  not  at  the  store ;  they  were  at  the  planters.  I  have  been  to  identify 
them  other  cotton  of  claimant  besides  those  which  were  at  my  plantation  andthose 
sold  by  Smith,  Prejeau,  and  Boazeau. 

Q.  What  other  cottou  have  you  so  seen,  from  whom  they  were  pnrchased,  how  were 
they  marked,  where  did  you  see  them,  and  when  f — ^A.  The  81  bales  I  saw  in  the 
warehouses  of  claimant ;  I  cannot  tell  the  names  of  the  persons  from  whom  par- 
chased ;  I  cannot  give  marks ;  I  saw  the  cotton  in  the  two  warehonses  when  brought 
by  the  planters  until  it  was  taken  away. 

Q.  Please  stat-e  whether  you  can  give  the  namesof  any  of  the  planters  who  brought 
cotton  to  said  warehouses,  except  Smith,  Prejeau,  and  Rouzeau. — A.  I  cannot  teQ 
without  having  reference  to  the  books. 

Q.  Were  yoti  present  at  any  bargain  made  by  F.  Yautrot  with  claimant  for  tkeaald 
of  cotton  f — A.  I  was  not  present. 

Q.  What  do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  relative  to  the  sale  of  any  cottdn 
by  Yautrot  to  claimant  f— A.  I  do  not  know  anything  except  what  was  told  me  by 
Yautrot ;  I  never  saw  the  98  bales  of  Mr.  Yautrout's  cotton ;  I  left  claimant  in  Octo- 
ber or  November,  1862 ;  after  that,  during  the  war,  I  lived  on  my  plantation ;  claim- 
ant during  the  whole  war  lived  in  Opelousas. 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  word  neutrality  T — A.  I  mean  by  neutrality  the  com- 
plete abstention  from  participation  in  the  political  transactions  of  the  country.  I 
know  claimant  for  the  last  twenty  vears,  daring  all  the  time  in  this  country;  Ido 
not  know  of  anything  more  about  claimant  being  bom  in  France  from  what  he  told 
iue.  I  am  a  Frenchman  by  birth ;  I  never  was  naturalized ;  I  never  voted  in  this 
country ;  I  never  seen  claimant  vote ;  I  don't  believe  he  ever  voted ;  I  recollect  that 
Narcisse  Zeringue  took  away  81  bales  of  cotton  from  the  warehouses,  because  I  ww 
there  while  the  two  wagons  were  loading  during  the  two  days  and  a  half;  I  oonnted 
the  bales  myself,  and  I  remember  distinctly  there  were  81  bales.  The  cotton  vu 
taken  to  de  Caillon  by  an  order  of  the  town  corporation ;  the  cotton  was  hanled 
away  at  the  beginning  of  the  spring  of  1862.  It  is  usual  to  store  cotton  in  the  town 
of  Opelousas  in  warehouses.  I  do  not  know  that  cotton  was  required  to  be  taken 
oiit  of  the  town  before  that  time  or  since.  Jl'he  Federal  troops  were  then  expected 
to  come  here. 

Q.  Did  yon  never  know  claimant  to  give  anything  to  fit  out  troops  for  the  Confed- 
erate Army  or  to  help  them  in  any  way  f — A.  I  never  seen  him  give  anything ;  I  never 
heard  that  he  gave  anything. 

Becond  general  question  by  the  parish  judge:  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  in 
relation  to  the  claim  in  question ;  if  you  do,  state  it  fully  f — A.  I  do  not. 

T.  YALADE. 

Deposition  of  Joseph  Bloch  for  claimant,  taken  at  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  5th  day  of 

January,  1869. 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  parisb  judge:  Please  state  your  name,  year  oc- 
cupation, your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year ;  whether  you  have  any  in- 
terest, direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whether 
and  in  what  degree  you  are  related  to  the  claimant  f — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  Bloch; 
my  occupation  is  that  of  a  merchant ;  I  am  thirty  five  years  old;  my  residence  within 
the  past  year  has  been  in  Opclon^as,  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  have  no  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claim  which  is  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  I  am  not  related 
in  any  degree  to  the  claimant. 

Being  interrogated  by  Henry  L.  Garland,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  claimant,  the 
witness  says : 

I  have  been  residing  in  Opelousas  since  the  year  1860,  with  the  exception  of  two 
years  and  a  half  while  I  resided  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  but  in  that  time  I  came 
often,  to  Opelousas ;  I  resided  in  Opelousas  from  I860  to  September,  1864,  eontinuonaly, 
except  about  three  months  (June,  July,  and  August^  1860)  I  was  absent  from  Ope- 
lousas ;  claimant  resided  in  the  town  of  Opelousas  during  the  time  I  did ;  we  both 
resided  in  the  same  street  in  the  town  of  Opelousas;  I  don't  know  of  claimant's  tak- 
ing any  part  in  the  late  conflict  between  the  Confederate  States  and  the  United 
States ;  I  know  that  he  contested  going  into  the  Confederate  army ;  he  contested  be- 
fore the  courts  and  before  tYie  Coiii^«T\k\i^\xi\\\\Ax^  Okvvthorities;  I  know  that  claimant 
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iras  arrested  and  ordered  to  report  to  Alexandria ;  he  reported  there,  claiming  to  be  a 
French  snbject ;  getting  no  satisfaction  there,  he  was  ordered  to  report  to  Shreveport ; 
he  was  finally  discharged  by  the  military  authorities  at  Shreveport ;  I  was  likewise 
prosecuted  at  the  same  time  by  the  same  authorities ;  I  don't  Know  that  claimant 
erer  voted  in  the  country ;  I  know  of  his  making  claim  for  protection  to  the  French 
consul  duriug  the  late  war. 

Cross-examination  by  Wm.  Fessbnbkn,  Esq.,  counsel  for  the  Uiiited  States : 

Claimant  claim  for  protection  at  the  same  time  that  I  was  l^bsent  from  Opelousas, 
M  stated  above ;  June,  July,  and  August,  1863 ;  we  went  by  the  Teche  through  Little 
Bayous  to  Plaquemine ;  I  am  a  French  subject,  and  never  was  naturalized. 

Q.  What  do  yon  mean  by  saying  that  qlaimant  never  t-ook  any  part  in  the  conflict 
l)etween  the  United  States  and  the  Confederate  States  f — A.  I  mean  to  say  that  he 
luM  taken  no  part  on  either  side  and  remained  neutral. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  he  never  took  up  arms  on  either  side  f — A.  I  mean  to 
say  that  ne  never  took  up  arms  on  either  side ;  claimant  was  arrested  and  discharged 
after  we  went  to  New  Orleans ;  he  was  arrested,  as  much  as  I  can  recollect,  in  June, 
1864,  and  discharged  about  one  month  after;  I  was  with  him  all  the  time;  from  the 
time  he  was  arrested  until  he  was  discharged ;  I  was  not  discharged  at  the  same  time 
with  him ;  I  was  discharged  four  or  five  days  after. 

Second  general  interrogatory  b^  the  parish  judge.  Do  ^ou  know  of  any  other  mat- 
ter relative  to  the  claim  id  question  f  If  von  do,  state  it  fully. — A.  I  was  present 
'When  claimant  obtained  a  receipt  from  Colonel  Sargeant  for  a  lot  of  cotton  that  had 
been  taken  by  the  Federals  in  May,  186:). 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  knowledge  it  was  for  cotton  taken  away  T — A.  1  only  know 
&om  what  the  receipt  said. 

(Objected  to  by  William  Fessenden,  esq.,  attorney  for  the  United  States.) 

J.  BLOCK. 

Deposition  of  C.  Babied  for  claimant,  taken  at  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  on  tne  3d  day 

of  March,  1870.    Filed  JMarch  12,  1870. 

By  the  Commissioner  : 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  a^e,  residence,  and  occupation  ;  whether  you  are  in  any 
degree  related  to  the  claimant  in  this  suit,  or  interested  in  the  result  thereof? — A. 
My  name  is  C.  Babied ;  am  34  years  old ;  I  resided  in  Opelousas  part  of  1860  and  1861; 
I  reside  now  in  New  Orleans ;  ray  occnpation  is  a  clerk ;  I  am  not  related  in  any  de- 
gree to  the  claimant  in  thih  suit  nor  interested  in  the  result  thereof.  I  know  Jules 
Perrodin  and  Auguste  Perrodin  ;  have  known  them  since  I  was  in  Opelousas;  I  was 
in  their  employment  about  November,  1860,  to  June,  1861 ;  they  were  at  that  time  in 
partnership,  in  1860 ;  this  partnership  was  dissolved  some  time  in  September  or  Octo- 
ber, 1862;  I  know  this,  because  I  wrote  the  agreement  of  dissolution  myself. 

Bising  shown  the  paper  which  is  handed  to  witness,  he  is  asked  if  that  is  the  agree- 
ment of  dissolution  to  which  he  refers.  He  says  it  is ;  it  is  genuine ;  I  wrote  it  out 
myself,  and  the  signatures  thereto  are  the  genuine  signatures  of  the  parties. 

(Copy  of  this  agreement  is  produced  and  marked  M',  because  the  oriciual  is  in 
a  bound  book  containing  many  other  things.  The  original  being  in  French,  a  literal 
translation  will  be  made  by  the  commissioner  and  annexed  to  this  deposition  as  a 
part  thereof. ) 

Aft«r  the  dissolution  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  carried  on  the  business  himself.  I  was  in 
Opelousas  at  the  time  I  wrote  out  this  agreement.  At  the  time  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin 
was  a  person  whom  I  considered  pretty  well  off — not  of  very  large  means.  I  never 
saw  him  in  any  military  organization.' 

Cross-examined : 

I  am  not  an  American  citizen.  I  am  a  Frenchman.  I  lived  in  New  Orleans  before 
living  in  Opelousas.  I  was  a  clerk  of  the  Perrodins.  The  business  of  the  firm  was 
having  a  country  store  and  making  advances  to  small  planters — a  sort  of  commission 
business  on  a  small  scale.  I  left  their  employment  some  time  in  May  or  June,  1861. 
I  did  not  stay  in  Opelousas  after  that  time.  1  came  back  to  New  Orleans.  I  was 
in  Opelousas  in  October,  1862.  I  was  traveling  on  business  and  passing  through  Ope- 
lousas at  that  time.  I  left  New  Orleans  in  July,  1861.  From  the  time  I  left  New  Or- 
leans, in  1861,  up  to  the  time  I  was  in  Opelousas,  in  October,  1862,  I  had  not  been  in 
New  Orleans.  I  had  no  regular  standing  business.  My  residence  was  at  Alexandria. 
I  was  not  more  than  fifteen  days  nor  less  than  ten  days  in  Opelousas  in  October,  1862. 
As  1  had  been  in  their  employment  they  called  on  me  to  write  the  articles  of  dissolu- 
tion. Auguste  Perrodin  was  there  at  the  time.  He  was  then  in  the  Confederate  Army, 
on  fnrloueh. 

Q.  Will  you  undertake  to  swear  positively  that  the  paper  written  by  you  as  a  dis- 
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solation  of  copartnership,  and  which  has  been  shown  you  daring  this  examiDation, 
was  written  and  signed  on  the  day  it  bears  date  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  signed  by  Jules  and  Auguste  Perrodin  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Why  does  not  your  name  appear  there  as  a  subscribing  witness  f — A.  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  l>elieve  there  was  sumcient  subscribing  witnesses  without  me.  I  passed 
several  times  through  Opelousas  during  the  war  after  this  paper  was  signed.  I  did 
not  remain  in  Opelousas  for  any  great  length  of  time.  I  had  no  regular  employment 
duriug  this  time. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  or  understand  from  either  of  said  Perrodins,  at  or  about  the  tim^ 
said  agreement  of  dissolution  was  made,  or  since,  that  notwithstanding  said  agrees 
ment  the  parties  were  still  interested  t<ogether  in  their  business,  with  an  understand.^ 
ing  that  the  profits  were  to  be  rfliared  by  each  T — A.  I  know  nothing  of  their  busine^ 
since  tlie  instrument  of  dissolution  was  written  by  me  and  signed  by  them.  The^> 
never  told  me  that  they  were  or  were  to  be  in  partnership,  notwithstanding  this  dli^ 
solution. 

Q.  Was  any  money  paid  by  either  of  the  parties  to  the  other  at  the  time  said  agr^^ 
ment  was  signed  f — A.  There  was  no  money  paid  in  my  presence.  I  do  not  rememb^i^ 
whether  there  was  an  account  of  stock  taken  at  the  time.  I  cannot  swear  positiv^Y 
whether  there  was  a  balance-sheet  of  debits  and  credits  made  -Hp  at  the  time,  bixt  j 
believe  there  was.     I  do  not  remember  that  I  drew  up  any  such  sheet. 

Q.  (In  general.)  Can  you  state  any  other  matter  or  fact  other  than  what  yon  lu^ye 
already  stated  which  may  benefit  either  party?  If  so,  please  state  the  same.— A.  / 
know  nothing  else. 

C.  BABLED. 

By  the  CoMMissiONicR : 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  you  are  in  any 
degree  related  to  the  claimant  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit  T — A.  My  name 
is  Pierre  Laberie;  am  thirty-nine  years  old  ;  reside  in  New  Orleans;  am  a  wool  raer- 
cliaut ;  am  not  related  to  the  claimant  in  any  degree  or  interested  in  the  resuit  oftfai^ 
suit.     I  have  known  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  since  18H1 ;  I  came  from  France  in  December, 
1860;  I  went  to  Opelousas  in  May  or  June,  1861,  and  then  became  acquainted  with 
Jules  Perrodin.     In  the  beginning  of  lw(52 1  first  became  acquainted  with  Jnlee  Perro- 
din's  bUvsiuess;  after  the  taking  of  New  Orleans  in  May  or  April,  1862,1  went  to 
Opelousas  and  boarded  with  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin.    During  the  war  I  remained  in  Ope- 
lousas, and  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  during  that  time  had  no  partner  in  business;  he  con- 
ducted business  himself  during  this  time ;  I  sometimes  visited  the  parish  of  AvoycllM 
to  see  some  friends. 

Cross-examined : 

I  left  New  Orleans  at  the  time  of  its  capture;  I  was  doing  nothing  in  Opeloiutf 
during  the  war ;  I  sometimes  made  rum.    I  did  not  board  regularly  with  Jules  Perro- 
din ;  I  staid  with  him  sometimes  two  or  three  days,  sometimes  a  week,  to  help  him. 
I  sometimes  wrote  for  him  and  sometimes  sold  in  his  store.    I  never  saw  Angnste 
Perrodin  there ;  I  do  not  know  him  ;  I  was  in  Opelousas  in  October,  1862,  but  do  not 
recollect  if  I  was  staying  with  Mr.  Perrodin.     1  staid  while  in  Opelousas  a  part  of 
the  time  with  Theodore  Valair  and  family ;  Mr.  Valair  is  a  planter  and  lived  9  rentw 
from  Opelousas.    Mr.  Valair  made  some  cotton  in  1861— can't  tell  how  much  he  made,      i 
Mr.  Valair  is  a  French  subject.  -  I  know  of  no  persons  in  the  parish  of  Landry  or  in      ' 
Opelousas  who  placed  their  cotton  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Valair  to  keep  it  secure.  1      \ 
was  in  Ox)elousas  when  the  United  States  troops  came  there.     I  was  taken  prisoner     1 
by  them,  but  released  when  they  ascertained  I  was  not  a  soldier.     Do  not  know  it 
JnleM  Perrodin  was  in  Opelousas  when  the  United  States  troops  first  came  there. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  Auguste  Perrodin  was  not  a  partner  with  Jules  Perro- 
din in  1862  and  afterwards? — A.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Auguste  Perrodin.  After  I  went 
to  Opelousas  in  May  or  June,  1862,  Jules  Perrodin  was  apparently  carrying  onboei- 
ness  in  his  own  name.  He  never  told  me  that  he  hatl  a  partner,  and  I  never  knew 
that  he  had  after  May  or  June,  1862. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  Jules  Perrodin  training  with  a  militia  compan3Mn  OpeloasW 
— A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Can  you  statue  anything  else  which  may  benefit  either  party  other  than  wkat 
you  have  already  stated  ?    If  so,  please  state  the  same. — A.  1  do  not. 

P.  LABEKIE. 

By  the  Commissioner: 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  ago,  residence,  and  occupation  ;  whether  yon  are  in  any 

degree  related  to  the  claimant  in  this  suit  or  interested  in  the  result  thereot-^^ 

My  name  is  Edward  Durand;  aged  forty-three  years;  reside  in  New  Orleans,  wJ*^°j 

cupation  a  bookkeeper ;  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant  in  this  suit  nor  i°t^*?   . 

i  o  the  result  thereof.    Am  now  acquainted  with  both  Jules  and  Auguste  Perrodin » 

dnt  became  acquainted  with.  Julea  Perrodin  in  1862,  when  I  was  then  in  the  emploj 
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>et,  Cbarpentier  <&  Co.  as  a  clerk.  Mr.  Jales  Perrodin  was  one  of  our  regular 
lers  during  this  period  ;  his  transactions  with  our  house  were  pretty  extensive; 
dived  bis  produce  and  filled  his  orders.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  from 
le  I  first  became  connecte^l  with  the  bouse  of  Lobet,  Cbarpentier  &  Co.,  which 
January,  1862,  the  accounts  of  said  house  weie  in  the  name  of  Jules  Perrodin 
lually.  All  the  accounts,  sales,  account  curreuts,  all  accounts  and  correspond* 
ere  rendered  to  him  individually.  The  documents  attached  and  marked  **C" 
I  part  of  the  transactions  of  Lobot,  Cbarpentier  &  Co.  with  J.  &  A.  Perrodin 
lies  Perrodin  individually, 
ise  documents  are  introduced  by  claimant's  counsel  subject  to  all  legal  objeo- 

Cross-examination : 

Qg  the  war  I  was  in  New  Orleans.  I  entered  the  employment  of  the  firm  of 
Cbarpentier  &,  Co.  in  January,  1862,  and  remalued  in  their  employ  aud  the  em- 
r  their  successors  in  bnsincss  until  ld69.  After  the  capture  of  New  Orleans  by 
litcd  States  forces  no  commerce  or  business  was  carried  on  between  Opelonsas 
)w  Orleans.  No  commerce  or  communication  was  carrii^d  on  except  snrrepti- 
r  through  the  Hues.  I  have  no  recollection  of  sales  of  goods  to  Jules  Perrodin 
firm  from  the  occupation  of  New  Orleans  by  tha  United  States  forces  till  the 
f  the  war. 

[n  general.)  Can  you  state  any  other  matter  or  fi^ct  other  than  what  you  have 
f  stated,  which  may  benefit  either  party  f    If  so,  please  stat«  the  same. — A. 

'g- 

ED.  DURAND. 

By  the  Commissioner  : 

lease  state  your  n^me,  a^e,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  you  are  in  any 
related  to  the  claimant  m  this  suit  or  interested  in  the  result  thereof? — A.  My 
8  Theodore  Valade;  am  sixty-five  years  old,  and  reside  near  Opelousas,  in  the 
of  Saint  Landrj^ ;  am  a  planter.  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimant ;  am  not  in- 
d  in  any  manner  in  this  suit. 

ve  known  Jules  Perrodin  for  the  last  20  years.  I  knew  him  at  Grand  Cotean 
^erwards  at  Opelousas.  I  also  knew  his  cousin,  Auguste  Perrodin ;  he  was  born 
ind  Coteau.  Jules  Perrodin  is  a  Frenchman,  bom  in  France.  Auguste  and 
Perrodin  were  in  .partnership.    I  was  employed  by  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  from  July, 

0  the  end  of  1862.  I  know  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Jules  Perrodin  as  far 
^  1861  to  dissolve  the  partnership  between  him  and  his  cousin  [he  always  in- 
i  to  dissolve  bis  connection  with  his  cousin,  because  that  cousin  was  about  enter- 
8  Confederate  army]. 

timony  in  brackets  objected  to.) 

agreement  of  dissolution  of  this  partnership  was  effected  in  1862,  and  being 
id  to  the  original  act  of  dissolution  he  recognizes  his  signature  thereto  as  one 
attesting  witnesses,  and  he  recognizes  the  signatures  of  all  the  parties  and 
ng  witnesses,  and  that  it  was  executed  on  the  day  it  bears  date,  viz,  27th 
sr,  1862.  I  know  that  the  money  stipulated  to  be  paid  in  said  act  was  paid  to 
ite  Perrodin  "by  Jules  Perrodin  ;  it  was  paid  in  my  presence.  After  the  dissolu- 
i\  the  business  was  canied  on  for  his  own  account  and  in  his  own  name  by  Jules 
iin  ;  I  was  the  bookkeeper  and  know  that  Anguste  subsequent  to  the  dissolu- 
wi  no  interest  whatever  in  the  busines^.  I  have  a  knowledge ;  am  perfectly 
inted  with  the  means  of  Jules  Perrodin  ;  he  had  sufficient  means  to  carry  on  the 

1  transactions  with  which  I  am  acquainted ;  all  the  cotton  transactions  were 
d  in  the  books  of  Jules  Perrodin  in  his  own  name  and  for  his  individual  account. 
Jules  Perrodin  at  the  beginning  of  the  war,  compelled  to  muster  in  the  militia 
ut  arms,  and  I  know  he  never  left  Opelousas.  I  know  that  he  spent  a  great  deal 
ney  to  get  out  of  it,  and  even  went  to  Shreveport  and  obtained  a  judgment 
ing  him  a  discharge.  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  did  never,  directly  or  indirtctly,  give 
id  to  the  Confederates  ;  sometimes  the  Confederates  came  and  took  things  by 

He  gave  as  much  aid  to  the  Federals  as  he  did  to  the  Confederates.  In  order 
be  plundered,  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin  closed  out  his  stock  by  sale  by  auction,  and 
considerable  money  to  obtain  his  discharge  from  the  militia. 

Cross-examined : 

■me  here  in  1849,  and  found  Jules  Perrodin  in  Lonisiana,  at  Grand  Coteau,  in  St* 
y  Parish,  about  ten  miles  from  Opelousas;  he  has  lived  there  ever  siiice;  I  am 
naturalized  citizen ;  I  have  always  been  a  French  subject.  I  was  clerk  and 
:eeper  of  Jules  Perrodiu.  I  was  the  only  one.  I  was  employed  in  July,  1861, 
3  remained  until  end  of  D«'cember,  1862.  I  live  nine  meters  from  Opelousas. 
Perrodin  lived  at  Opelousas.  1  do  not  now  remember  the  exact  period  when 
Perrodin  sold  his  stock  at  auction,  but  it  was  after  the  dissolution,  and  after  I 
is  employment.      It  was  some  time  before,  considerable  time  before  the  arrival 
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of  the  Federal  troops.     After  I  left  his  employ  I  remained  at  my  home,  except  occa. 
sional  visits  to  Opelonsas.     I  resided  on  my  place  from  the  time  I  left  Perrodin  uDtil 
the  end  of  the  war,  except  that  I  visited  New  Orleans  occasionally  on  passes  oht-ained 
from  General  Banks. 

Q.  Did  you  also  have  passes  from  Confederate  officers  1— A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  yonr  business  in  New  Orleans  1 — A.  I  came  to  see  my  friends  and  on 
husiness  with  the  French  consul;  at  one  time  before  the  seizure  of  Perrodin's  cotton 
I  came  to  New  Orleans  for  the  purpose  of  registering  in  the  consul's  office  certain  cot- 
ton belonging  to  Mr.  J.  Perrodin.      I  can't  say  that  I  registered  all  the  cotton  that 
Perrodin  owned  at  that  time.    I  know  nothing  of  the  intentions  of  Mr.  Perrodin,  but 
I  suppose  he  registered  all  the  cotton  he  owned  at  that  time.     This  registering  wa^ 
done  some  time  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans.     I  cannot  recollect  the  exact  dat^^ 
as  1  had  no  interest  in  it  and  was  simply  doins:  a  favor  for  Mr.  Perrodin.     I  recolleci.-^ 
it  was  in  the  summer.     It  was  registered  solely  in  the  name  of  Jules  Perrodin.    j\^-^ 
this  time  I  had  no  pass  from  General  Banks;  he  was  not  here  at  that  time,  nor  dicL    ^ 
have  a  pass  from  General  Butler,  nor  did  I  have  a  pass  from  any  Confederate  offic^^^^ 

•Q.  How  did  you  get  in  the  United  States  lines  t — A.  I  presented  myself  to  the  F^^^ 
eral  captain,  colonel,  or  other  officer  commanding  at  Plaqnemine,  stat-ed  what  x^y 
business  wa«,  and  that  I  was  a  French  subject,  and  he  gave  me  a  pass  to  New  fl>r. 
leans. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  back  within  the  Confederate  lines  T — A.  By  the  intercessiort  of 
my  friend  Captain  Bowles,  an  officer  of  the  staff  of  General  Banks,  an  aide-de-caxnp . 
I  got  a  pass  by  order  of  General  Banks  to  go  back  to  my  home  in  Opelonsas. 

Q.  How  long  was  you  absent  from  Opelonsas  at  that  timet— A.  At  that  time  I  re. 
maiued  at  least  four  mouths  hei^e.  During  this  time  I  was  in  the  employ  of  JnJea 
Perrodin. 

Q.  During  the  time  from  July,  1861,  to  December,  1862,  how  much  of  that  time  did 
you  spend  in  Opelonsas? — A.  This  was  my  only  absence  from  Opelonsas  during  this 
period. 

Q.  "What  kind  of  money  was  paid  by  Jules  Perrodin  to  August e  at  the  time  of  the 
FO-called  dispoliition  of  ]»artner8hip  ? — A.  Two-thirds  of  the  amount  was  paid  in  bank- 
notes and  about  one-third  in  Confederate  notes,  which  had  the  same  value  as  bank 
notes  at  our  place. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  that  same  money  or  most  of  the  same  was  returne<l  by  Aogo8t« 
Perrodin  to  Jules  Perrodin! — A.  I  do  not  know;  it  was  about  the  time  that  I  suc- 
ceeded Babied,  the  former  bookkeeper  of  Mr.  Perrodin. 

Q.  How  did  it  happen  that  Au^ust^  Perrodin  was  in  Opelonsas  in  1862T— A.  He 
came  there  on  business  for  his  regiment. 

Q.  Were  you  not  informed  by  the  French  consul,  and  did  you  not  so  inform  Jules 
Perrodin,  that  in  order  to  hold  his  cotton  it  was  necessary  that  Auguste  Perrodin 
should  not  aj)pear  to  be  his  partner? — A.  The  consul  gave  me  this  information,  bnt 
at  the  time  ne  did  so  the  partnership  had  been  before  dissolved:  I  did  not  transmit 
this  information  to  Jules  Permdin,  or  communicatie  with  him  about  it  or  8i>eak  tohim 
about  it;  it  was  unnecessary  ;  the  dissolution  had  already  taken  place. 

Q.  Alter  you  returned  from  New  Orleans  the  first  time)  did  you  visit  New  Orleans 
again  beiore  Perrndin's  cotton  was  seized  by  the  United  States  forces  f — A.  No,  Hid 
not;  I  was  at  honie  when  Perrodin's  cotton  was  seized;  I  was  on  my  plantation; 
there  was  about  thirteen  or  fifteen  bales  on  my  place  belonging  to  Mr.  Perrodin  which 
had  been  seized  ;  I  did  not  cultivate  it;  it  was  ginned  and  bau*d  on  my  place  and  re- 
mained there  until  its  seizure;  it  had\)een  raised  by  small  planters  in  my  neighbor- 
hood ;  there  w«8  other  cotton  on  my  place,  but  this  was  the  only  cotton  there  tba* 
belonged  to  Perrodin  ;  there  were  169  bales  on  my  place  which  were  seized,  Resides  Per- 
rodin's; these  169  bales  belonged  to  me;  I  cultivated  from  fifty  to  fi fvy-t wo  bales ot 
this  lot,  and  the  balance  I  purchased. 

Q.  Have  you  paid  for  that  cotton,  or  had  it  been  placed  in  your  hands  for  safekeep* 
ing,  because  you  were  a  French  subject  f — A.  All  the  balance  of  this  lot  was  paid  io^ 
by  me. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  Jules  Perrodin  drilled  or  assisted  to  drill  tla^ 
militia  in  Opelonsas  or  Saint  Landry,  which  was  afterwards  sent  out  of  the  parisht-*' 
CampBisland,  New  Orleans,  or  elsewhere? — A.  I  don't  know  that  he  either  drilled  o^ 
assisted  in  drilling  or  that  he  went  out  of  the  parish,  but  I  know  that  he  wasfinc^ 
for  not  attending  to  drill;  this  was  about  the  beginning  of  the  war. 

Q.  Was  Jules  Perrodin  a  popular  man  in  Opelonsas  T — A.  He  was  very  popnl^^"' 
generous,  and  enjoyed  the  esteem  of  everybody.    Jules  and  Auguste  Perrodin  ha*^* 
worked  together  since  the  close  of  the  war,  but  I  do  not  know  if  the  partnership  h 
been  renewed  between  them;  it  is  the  belief  that  they  have  been  associated  aiooe ' 
close  of  the  war. 

Q.  (In  general.)  Can  you  state  anything  else  other  than  what  you  have  alrea^^ 
stated  which  may  benefit  either  party ;  if  so,  state  the  same  t — A.  I  know  nothing  moT^ 

T.  VALADE- 
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een  the  andersigned  Jnles  Perrodin  on  the  one  part,  and  Angaste  Perrodin  on 
er  part,  were  passed  agreements,  as  follows  : 

-cm  the  date  of  to-day  the  association  called  J.  &  A.  Perrodin  is  dissolved  by 
consent. 

id  Jnles  Perrodin  agrees  to  pay  the  debts  cpntracted  by  said  association  and 
barge  of  all  liquidation  at  his  rinks  and  peril. 

bid  Auguste  Perrodin  acknowledges  by  these  presents  to  have  sold,  as  in  fact  he 
11  and  abandon  to  said  Jalcs  Perrodin  his  moiety  of  the  merchandise  in  store, 
ionnts  and  notes  due  to  said  association,  the  property  in  slaves,  household, 
aod  dependencies,  transferring  all  his  rights  to  all  property  belonging  to  said 
tion  for  the  sum  of  fifteen  thousand  live  hundred  dollars  as  per  estimate  made 
reement  between  them  for  which  receipt  and  entire  discharge  is  given. 
)  in  duplicate  between  us  at  Opelousas  this  27th  of  October,  1862. 

J.  PERRODIN, 
A.  PERRODIN. 
le&ses : 
fl.  Pilate. 

r.  ESTORGEL. 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FROM  FRENCH  AGENT. 

Filed  February  1,  1883. 


ss  Perrodin 

V. 

NiTED  States 


VNo.  90. 


TU8  Burleigh,  adm.,  &o.,  ] 

LH  Arnaud,  beneficiary,      i-^     051 


V, 

The  United  States. 

Washington,  h  \erfivW  1883. 

.  W.  F.  Peddrick  and  J.  Bceupv^, 

Secretaries : 

are  requested  to  file  the  accompanying -document,  pages  63  to  104,  inclusive, 
3e  papers  and  proofe  in  the  above-entitled  cases. 

GRIMAUD  DK  CAUX, 
Agent  on  the  part  of  the  Fi*ench  Bepublic, 

United  States  Court  of  Claims.    December  term,  A.  D.  1870. 

STo.  30.52.  Lapene  &  Ferre  v.  The  United  States, 
^o.  3391.  Michel  Castille  r.  The  United  States, 
^o.  3348.  Desire  Godet  r.  The  United  States, 
^o.  3390.  Jean  Laporte  v.  The  United  States. 
So.  3392.  Simon  Queyrouze  r.  The  United  States. 
So.  3346.  J.  D.  Swaim  v.  The  United  States, 
^o.  3347.  Cornelius  Douato  r.  The  United  Slates. 
So.  3098.  Robert  P.  Rayne  v.  The  United  States. 

Jacob  Hirsh  v.  The  United  States. 
So.  3459.  Mary  C.  Cleveland  vs.  The  United  States, 
^o.  3460.  Harriet  A.  Mills  vs.  The  United  States. 
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Deposition  of  Thomas  E.  Chickering,  a  witness  called  by  the  claimanta  in  the  causes,^ 
toe  numbers  and  titles  uf  which  are  hereinbefore  written,  taken  in  the  city  o^ 
Boston,  in  the  State  and  district  of  MaHsachusetts,  at  the  office  of  F.  W.  Palfiey 
esq.,  No.  13  Exchange  street,  on  the  18th  and  19th  days  of  Angnst,  A.  D.  1670. 

Present  k  The  claimants,  by  their  solicitor,  John  J.  Weed,  esq.,  The  United  Stat^ 
represented  by  Darwin  E.  Ware,  esq.,  by  and  before  me. 

FRANCIS  W.  PALFREY, 
Ck}mfni8fnoner  of  the  Court  of  C^laims.  ^^ 

Thomas  E.  Chickerino,  of  Boston,  county  of  Suffolk,  in  the  State  and  district.,,^ 
Massachusetts,  having  been  6rst  duly  sworn,  deposes  as  follows: 

First  general  interrogatory  by  the  coinnuHsioner.  Please  to  state  your  name,  yi 
occupation,  your  age,  your  place  of  residence  the  past  year;  whether  you  have  i 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claims  which  are  the  subject  of  inquiry,  and  whetl 
and  in  what  degree,  you  are  related  to  the  claimants. — A.  My  name  is  Thomas 
Chickerin^ ;  I  am  a  maker  of  pianofortes ;  I  am  fort3'-five  years  old  ;  I  have  liveiL 
past  year  in  Boston.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  claims  which 
the  subject  of  inquiry ;  I  am  not  in  any  degree 'related  to  any  of  the  claimants. 

By  solicitor  for  claimant,  John  J.  Weed,  Esq. : 

Q.  State  whether  or  not,  during  the  late  rebellion,  yon  were  in  the  military  J*ei^g^ 
of  the  Unite<l  States;  and  if  yea,  stat«  in  what  3- ears  you  were  in  such  service,    ^^^ 
in  what  capacity. — A.  I  was,  in  the  years  1H(>2  aujl  1865,  both  inclusive.    I  enters 
the  service  as  colonel  of  the  Forty-lirst  Regiment  of  Massachusetts^  Volunteer  In  fan  iry 
afterwards  changed  to  the  Third  Massachusetts  Volunteer  Cavalry.     While  holding 
that  commission,  I  was  assigned  to  duty  as  military  governor  of  the  parish  of  St. 
Landry,  which  included  the  city  of  Opelousas,  about  the  20th  of  April,  18G3,  and  I 
continued  to  act  as  such  military  governor  till  the  19th  of  May  following.    Bumg 
my  term  of  service,  I  was  assigned  to  various  commands  in  Louisiana,  and  I  was  fre- 
quently in  command  of  a  brigade  or  division  of  troops,  or  of  a  number  of  regiments- 
equal  to  the  usual  complement  of  a  brigade  or  division.     While  I  was  military  gor- 
ernor  of  St.  Landry,  I  nad  under  my  command  various  troops,  and  when  I  was  re- 
lieved from  duty  as  military  governor  as  aforesaid,  I  took  with  me  the  following  reg- 
iments and  battery  :  The  41st  Massachusettn,  now  serving  as  mounted  rifles;  ihe5'2d 
Massachusetts  Infantry,  the  22d  and  2()th  Maine  Infantry,  the  9Uth,  llOtb,  114tb,  and 
175th  New  York  Infantry,  and  a  sectitm  of  Nini's  First  Massachusetts  Battery. 

My  headquarters,  while  military  jEjovemor  of  the  parish  of  St.  Landry,  were  at  Op- 
elousas and  Barrels  Landing.  Regiments  under  my  command  were,  while  1  was  snch 
military  governor,  engaged  in  gathering  cotton,  sugar,  and  other  products  of  thfr 
country,  under  orders  given  by  me,  in  obedience  to  orders  from  superior  headquarters. 
The  Forty-first  Massachusetts  was  the  regiment  most  engaged  in  the«e  duties,  and 
the  Fifty-second  Massachusetts,  at  Barrels  Landing,  attended  to  forwarding  wliatthe 
Forty- first  Massachuvsetts  and  others  gathered.  I  have  no  memoranda  or  means  of 
stating  the  amount  or  details  of  property  seized  by  troops  under  my  command.  We 
had  books  that  gave  full  details,  showing  every  bale  of  cotton,  barrel  of  suuar.  &c., 
where  and  when  seized,  by  whom  seized,  to  whom  belonging,  &c.,  bnt  tbcy  ^^^ 
burned  at  Brashear  City,  while  they  were  stored  there  during  our  absence  ou  the 
Port  Hudson  campaign.  The  towns  of  New  Iberia,  Abbeville,  Washington,  Opelou- 
sas, and  Barrels  Lauding  were  all  or  most  of  them  iii  the  parish  of  St.  Landry,  and 
under  my  command,  and  all  of  them  were  visited  by  troops  under  my  command,  and 
cotton,  sugar,  and  other  products  of  the  country  taken  from  them. 

In  cases  of  seizure,  I  detailed  regiment  to  collect  the  products  of  the  country  and 
guard  the  train,  or  directed  the  commanding  officer  of  a  regiment  to  send  a  force  to 
do  the  work.  The  commanding  officer  of  the  regiment  named  would  then  make  the 
special  detail.  I  mostly  used  the  Forty-first  Massachusetts  Regiment  for  this  dnty. 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Lorenzo  D.  Sargent,  of  Lawrence,  Mass.,  of  that  regiment,  ^W 
provost  marshal  of  Opelousas  while  I  was  military  governor  as  above,  and  be  had 
more  or  IcvSh  to  do  with  the  work.  Lieut.  Henry  S.  Adams,  of  Chicopee,  Mass ,  was 
adjutant  of  the  Forty-first,  and  through  him  the  details  were  naturally  made.  Lieut. 
Charles  B.  Stoddard,  of  Plymouth,  Mass.,  was  quarternuistec  of  the  Forty-tirst,  and, 
while  we  were  at  Opelousas  he  was  post  quartermaster.  The  quartern! asteVs  sergeant 
of  the  Forty-first,  J.  H.  Kingsley,  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  seizures,  but  I 
don*t  know  where  he  is.  He  had  charge  of  the  books.  Maj.  John  F.  Vinal,  of  Nf 
Bedford,  Mass.,  was  in  direct  command  of  the  regiment  while  I  was  military  gover- 
nor, and  while  Lieutenant  Colonel  Sargent  was  provost  marshal.  Captains  Frwlerick 
G.  Pope,  of  Boston,  and  Edward  L.  Noyes,  then  of  Lawrence,  Mass.,  now  of  Boston, 
both  of  the  Forty-first  Regiment,  were  prinei pally  employed  in  them  seizures. 

After  the  forces  under  my  command  had  collected  the  products  of  the  country,  cot- 
ton, sugar,  «S&^c.,  it  was  carted  trom  O^vc'^oax^ba  \q  B^tt^i's  Landing,  and  from  thence 
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ibipped  down  the  Bayou  Teohe  to  New  Orleans,  to  Colonel  Holabirdj  chief  quarter- 
oaster  of  the  Department  of  the  Gulf.  Opelou^s  is  inland,  that  is,  not  on  the  Teche^ 
nd  no  cotton  was  sent  thence  by  water.  There  was  no  way  to  send  cotton  thence 
y  water.  The  cotton  was  shipped  from  Barrels  Landing  under  the  direction  of  the 
aartermaster  of  that  post,  which  was  under  the  immediate  command  of  Colonel 
reenleaf,  of  the  Fifty-second  Massachusetts  Regiment.  I  don't  recall  his  name.  I 
ftTe  no  knowledge  of  the  shipment  of  any  cotton  to  any  other  person  at  New  Orleana 
lan  Colonel  Holabird,  that  is,  from  that  part  of  the  country  where  I  was  military 
>Temor.  I  had  no  official  knowledge  of  what  became  of  the  cotton  after  it  passed 
it  of  my  lines.  It  is  my  supposition  that  it  all  went  to  Colonel  Holabird,  as  he  waa 
lief  quartermaster. 

I  was  ordered  to  Barre's  Landing  on  May  5,  1863,  and  assumed  command  there  on 
le  11th  following.  I  left  Barre's  Landing  Thursday,  May  21,  1863.  I  left  no  troopa 
I  Opelousas.  All  went  with  me  to  Barrels  Landing.  I  cannot  state  whether  all  the 
[>tton,  sugar,  «&c.,  brought  into  Opelousas  before  I  left  it  as  above,  had  been  removed 
'lien  I  lelt  it.  When  I  left  Barre's  Landing  as  above,  the  post  there  was  abandoned, 
nd  all  the  products  of  the  country  previously  brought  there  w^ere,  to  the  best  of  my 
^owledy^e,  removed.  I  moved  from  there  with  my  train  and  troops  to  Berw^ick,  oppo- 
ite  New  Orleans,  and  on  Tuesday,  May  *26,  reported  to  Colonel  Ohandler,  quartermas- 
er  at  Brashear  City,  and  turned  over  my  whole  train  to  him.  If  the  train  contained 
^uy  cotton,  it  wasn't  much.  While  I  was  military  governor,  as  above,  our  established 
ineadid  not  extend  beyond  Opelousas  and  Barre's  Landing,  but  we  had  communica- 
ion  between  those  two  places  all  the  time.  Our  parties  used  to  go  out  say  ten  or  fif- 
©en  miles  into  the  enemy's  country.    The  parties  went  under  strong  escort. 

Cross-examination  conducted  by  Darwin  £.  Ware,  Esq.,  for  the  United  States  t 

Q.  When  did  your  seizures  begin  in  the  Saint  Landry  district  t — A.  April  20,  1863, 
T  about  then  ;  I  took  command  at  Opelousas  on  that  day,  and  we  went  right  about 
t.    That  was  what  we  were  put  there  for. 

Q.  What  personal  supervision  did  you  give  to  these  seizures  1 — A.  None. 
Q.  What  supervision  did  you  have  of  the  reports  of  seizures  made  by  parties  de- 
»iled  by  you? — A.  Reports  would  be  made  by  the  officer^-of  the  foraging  parties  to 
be  quartermaster  of  the  post,  and  his  books  were  submitted  to  me  daily. 
Q.  With  what  particularity  as  to  means  of  identification  as  to  ownership,  dS^c.,; 
'^re  the  reports  of  the  quartermaster  submitted  to  you  made  ? — A.  The  cotton  waa 
iported  as  taken  from  such  and  such  a  plantation. 

Q.  Were  there  any  means  of  identifying  the  cotton  after  seizure,  by  marks  showing 
'>in  what  plantation  the  cotton  came  ? — A.  I  can't  state  from  my  own  knowledge 
lat  there  were.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  whenever  cotton  waa 
c«ipted  for,  the  receipts  run  for  so  many  bales  of  cotton  marked  so  and  so.  If  there 
a«  any  order  given  to  give  receipts,  it  was  a  verbal  order.  I  cannot  say  whether 
*y  such  order  was  given.  There  was  no  written  order  to  that  effect. 
Q.  Did  the  quartermaster's  books  submitted  to  you  contain  memoranda  of  the  marka 
»^  the  cotton,  showing  plantations  from  which  it  w^as  taken  ? — A.  Yes. 
Q.  From  what  towns  in  the  neighborhood  of  Opelousas  were  these  seizures  madef — 

I  cannot  specify  the  towns.     I  can  only  say  that  they  were  made  within  10  or  15 
ties  of  Opelousas  or  Barre's  Landing.    These  places  were  about  8  miles  apart. 
^.  Were  the  seizures  of  cotton  made  exclusively  in  any  particular  locality  in  the 
^xghborhood  of  Opelousas  ? — A.  No. 

<J.  For  how  long  a  time  from  the  time  when  you  began  were  these  seizures  made, 
id  were  they  made  continuously,  or  at  intervals  T — A.  They  were  made  from  April 
*  to  May  21.    They  were  made  continuously. 

<J.  Were  they  made  after  you  ceased  to  be  commander  of  the  post  f — A.  No. 
^.  What  was  done  with  tne  cotton,  in  the  way  of  storage,  upon  its  arrival  at  Ope- 
usas,  or  what  was  done  with  it  f — A.  In  some  cases  it  was  piled  up  on  vacant  lots. 
I  other  cases  it  was  sent  right  through  to  Barre's  Landing. 

Q.  When  sent  through  to  Barre's  Landing  was  it  sent  in  charge  of  the  parties  which 
rought  it  in,  or  how  otherwise  f — ^A.  The  same  train  and  guard  that  brought  it  in 
ould  carry  it  through. 

Q.  In  that  case  would  the  cotton  be  reported  to  your  quartermaster  ? — A.  Yes ;  I 
dnk  in  every  case. 

Q.  Would  the  party,  in  such  case,  on  arriving  at  Opelousas,  receive  new  orders  for 
9  delivei-y  at  Barre's  Landing,  in  writing? — A.  No 

Q.  To  whom  would  the  parties  dt- liver  it  at  Barre's  Landing,  in  such  case  1 — A.  To 
le  post  quartermaster.     I  can't  recall  his  name. 

Q.  Wae  the  post  quartermaster  at  Barre's  Landing  under  your  command  during 
lese  seizures  and  before  you  assumed  command  there  1 — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  the  shipment  of  cotton  at  Barre's  Landing  to  Brashear  City  proceed  durinsp 
leee  seizures,  and  before  you  assumed  command  there  f — A.  I  suppose  so.  My  official 
lowledge  did  not  extend  beyond  Barre's  Landing  during  the  period  inquired  of. 
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Q.  Did  the  reports  of  cotton  received  by  the  post  quartermaster  at  Barrels  Landing, 
beft^re  you  took  command  there,  come  under  your  official  supervision? — A.  No. 

Q.  Had  you  official  supervision,  then,  of  the  shipments  of  cotton  from  Bane's 
Landing  th^at  took  place  before  you  assumed  command  there  f — A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  the  process  of  sending  to  Barrels  Landing  the  cotton  seized,  which, 
when  brought  in,  was  stored  at  Opelousas,  before  you  assumed  command  at  Barre'a 
Landing,  as  regards  documentary  vouchers  t — ^A.  There  were  no  vouchers.  That  is,  I 
Iluow  of  none.  None  were  given  or  received  at  the  time  of  transfer  of  cotton  from 
Opelousas  to  Barrels  Landing.  When  cotton  was  so  sent,  it  was  without  any  whttai 
oi5ier  showing  what  cotton  was  so  sent. 

Q.  Were  there  ever  any  occasions  for  comparing  the  books  of  the  post  qoarter* 
masters  at  Opelousas  and  at  Barrels  Landing,  to  see  whether  they  corresponded  t— 
A.  No:  I  know  of  none. 

Q.  After  you  took  command  at  Barre's  Landing,  were  any  shipments  of  eotton 
made  from  there  to  Brashear  City  t — A,  Yes. 

Q.  What  proportion  of  all  yon  seized  was  so  shipped  ? — A.  It  would  be  hardly  more 
than  guess-work  to  answer.     I  should  think  about  a  third. 

Q.  What  was  the  process  of  shipment  after  you  took  command  at  Barre's  Landing, 
as  regards  documentary  vouchers  to  or  from  yourself? — A.  There  were  no  vouchen 
^ven  or  received  by  me. 

Q.  What  was  the  aggregate  amount  of  cotton  seized  by  you  at  this  time — from  the 
time  of  arrival  at  Opelousas  to  your  departure  from  Barrels  Landing  t — A.  I  should 
say  over  6,000  bales;  not  far  from  that. 

Q.  Did  you  seize  any  cotton  which,  at  the  time  of  seizure,  was  not  in  bales  T— A  I 
do  not  remember  of  any. 

Q.  Was  this  cotton  all  of  one  quality,  or  how  otherwise,  and  what  was  its  general 
character  f — A.  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  the  shipment  of  cotton  at  Barre's  Landing  after  you  assomed 
•command  there f — A.  My  post  quartermaster.     It  was  Lieutenant  Stoddard,  I  thioi. 

Q.  Under  what  orders  from  you  as  to  its  destination  was  it  so  shipped  ? — A.  To  de- 
liver it  to  the  quartermaster  at  Brashear  City.    It  went  aboard  steamers. 

Q.  What  steamers  transported  it? — A.  I  remember  the  name  of  only  one,  and  that 
was  the  Louisiana  Belle :  there  were  several  others. 

Q.  After  the  arrival  of  the  cotton  at  Brashear  City,  have  you  any  further  know^l- 
-edge  of  its  destination,  or  what  became  of  it? — A.  No. 

Q.  What  wsis  the  character  of  the  territory  in  which  these  seizures  were  made,  m 
to  hostility  to  the  United  States,  and  were  there  differences  in  this  particular  betweai 
different  localities? — A.  I  considered  them  all,  the  inhabitants  of  this  part  of  Loais- 
iaua,  as  hostile  to  the  United  States,  and  enemies,  although  they  were  not  inarms. 
They  claimed  the  protection  of  the  United  States  Government  as  being  foreig^ien. 
Thoy  were  all  French  there.  They  almost  all  of  them  had  some  of  their  male  people 
in  the  war  ov  the  Confederate  side. 

Q.  Did  you  know  any  or  all  of  these  plaintiffs  when  you  were  in  command  then, 
pei-soually  or  by  reputation  T — A.  No ;  I  heard  such  names;  they  were  coiumon  thert. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  aid  or  manifestation  of  friendliness  from  any  of  these  claim- 
ants while  you  were  in  command  in  this  locality? — ^A.  I  know  of  none;  or  from  any 
of  the  inhabitants. 

Q.  Is  there  any  benefit  of  any  kind  to  yourself  depending  upon  the  result  of  these 
-claims? — A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  correspondence  with  any  of  these  claimants  or  personal  iDt€^ 
views  in  regard  to  these  claims,  directly  or  indirectly? — A.  None,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Have  you  stated  the  names  of  all  the  officers  of  whom  you  have  any  reeollectioM 
as  having  anything  to  do  with  these  seizures?  If  not,  please  add  them.— A.  NoJ 
have  not.  I  will  add  the  names  of  Capt.  David  J.  Bunker,  Boston:  Capt.  Lyman W. 
<5ould,  Boston;  Capt.  Francis  E.  Boyd,  Boston;  First  Lieut.  Bra dlev  Dean,  Boston; 
First  Lieut.  James  W.  Hervey,  New* Bedford;  Firet  Lieut.  W^illiam  M.  Gifford,  Bos- 
ton ;  First  Lieut.  Weslev  A.  Gore,  Boston;  First  Lieut.  David  P.  Mussev,  Cambridge; 
First  Lieut.  C.  W.  C.  Rhodes,  Boston;  Second  Lieut.  E.  H.  Robbins,  New  Bedford; 
Second  Lieut.  Charles  Stone,  Lawrence;  Second  Lieut.  William  Harris,  jr.,  Boston; 
Second  Lieut.  John  H.  W^eston,  Boston ;  Second  Lieut.  Amos  Heafield,  Salem. 

Re-examined  by  John  J.  Weed,  Esq. : 
Q.  Was  not  Barrels  Landing  the  natural  shipping  point  to  New  Orleans  from  the 
•district  in  which  you  made  the  above  seizures? — A.  It  was,  and  it  was  the  only  one 
used  by  us,  to  my  knowledge. 
The  witness  then  states : 
1  do  not  know  of  any  other  matter  relative  to  the  claims  in  question. 

T.  E.  CHICKERING. 

August  18,  19,  1870.    Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me. 

[SEAL.  ]  FRANCIS  W.  PALFREY, 

CommUsioner  of  the  Court  of  C^t«*. 
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>ort  of  Col.  S.  B.  H'^labird,  assistant  qnarterra aster,  U.  8.  A.    From  House  Ex. 
Doc.  No.  97,  Thirty-Dinth  Congress,  second  session,  pages  26-40. 

Washington,  D.  C,  Augustf  1866. 

rBNERAL:  I  have  the  honorto  submit  an  account,  marked  A,  of  the  cotton,  &c.,  re- 
^ed  at  New  Orleans  during  the  war;  also  paper  B,  wherein  the  disposition  of  it  is 
forth;  and  account  C,  exhibiting  the  proceeds  thereof  in  money.  In  explanation, 
hoald  be  stated  that  this  report  gives  an  account  of  cotton  seized,  or  in  military 
teession  by  seizure,  or  from  some  question  being  raised  as  to  its  disposition.  There 
a  cotton  received  and  transported  under  the  Treasury  regulations  not  included 
rein,  as  it  was  only  handled  as  matter  of  freight.  The  cotton  sent  to  New  York 
1  Boston,  it  is  presumed,  was  sold  by  the  Treasury  officers,  as  no  retuf'ns  were  ever 
de  to  me  of  any  sales  thereof.  It  will  be  perceived  in  account  C  that  2,700  bales 
ought  probably  to  be  270)  were  disposed  of  by  the  United  States  provisional  court, 
i  really  this  amount  ought  not  to  appear  in  this  report ;  but  finding  it  meutioned 
the  memorandum  drawn  from  my  accouuf  s,  it  is  included,  although  it  was  not  con- 
lied  or  managed  by  the  military  authorities,  except  in  so  far  as  its  transportation  may 
ve  been  concerned.  There  are  1,207  bales  of  cotton  derived  from  cotton  collected 
m  the  batteries,  bridges,  trenches,  hospitals,  camps,  and  fields,  &c.,  in  and  around 
5  works  of  Port  Hudson,  by  negro  troops  and  contrabands,  under  the  general  super- 
kion  of  Brigadier-Gefieral  George  L.  Andrews,  commanding  the  post,  and  in  obe- 
mce  to  department  orders  marked  D.  This  cotton  mentioned  was,  by  the  exertion 
the  people,  so  much  clear  gain  to  the  Government,  for  it  was  all  essentially  lost  to 
although  a  portion  of  it  w^old,  in  all  probability,  have  been  collected  and  dis- 
sed  of  by  adventurers  and  army  followers.  This  cotton  may  have  been  the  remains, 
iginally,  of  twice  or  thrice  the  number  of  bales  mentioned ;  of  course  it  was,  much  oi 
,  in  incredibly  bad  order,  having  been  buried  in  the  earth,  used  for  be^ls^  and  some  of 
stained  with  the  blood  of  our  soldiers  mutilated  in  the  siege  of  Port  Hudson.  One 
indred  thousand  dollars  of  the  proceec^s  of  this  cotton  was  applied  in  the  Quarter- 
aater^s  Department,  and  hot  specially  mentioned  here.  The  proceeds  of  this  cotton 
lay  be  said  to  have  covered  all  the  expenses  of  the  schools  for  the  poor  colored  jieople 
I  Louisiana  up  to  1865,  and  possibly  through  that  year.  There  is  a  lot  of  404  bales 
f  cotton  from  the  Brazos  (Schedule  A),  captured  by  the  enterprise  of  the  troops 
D  the  Rio  Grande,  and  several  hundred  miles  from  the  fields  where  it  was  grown, 
rhich  cotton  was  sold  by  direction  of  the  commander  of  the  Department  of  the  Gulf 
3  a«si8t  in  paying  for  the  steamers  and  vessels  lost  in  the  expedition  to  Brazos 
antiago  and  the  Rio  Grande.  There  was  much  more  captured  there  and  sold,  but 
have  not  been  furnished  with  an  account  of  it;  it  was  applied  in  the  Quarter- 
laster^s  Department  by  like  authority  and  for  a  like  purpose.  The  cotton  released 
>  parties  was  done  so  upon  proper  orders,  by  authority  of  the  military  commander 
nd  Treasury  officers,  although  set  down  as  done  by  ray  orders — a  custom  thus 
lopted  by  sucli  officers  and  persons  as  had  charge  of  it  subordinate  to  me.  A  great 
eal,  held  only  for  freight  and  belonging  to  private  parties,  thus  stands  released  to 
.  A.  Weed  ^  Co.,  |ihey  being  commission  merchants  or  Treasury  agents,  and  acting 
•r  several  others,  who  were  the  owners,  in  so  recovering  this  cotton.  Finally,  at  the 
fik  of  tediousness,  I  wish  to  set  down  my  testimony  that  the  most  of  the  cotton  and 
iberproduct«  gathered  west  of  the  At<;hafalaya  River,  in  1863,  was  so  gathered  and 
elivered  at  points  of  transportation  by  the  negro  slaves  of  the  country,  who,  with 
Wetact  and  industry,  used  the  teams  of  their  masters  who  had  fled  to  the  enemy 
Qd  brought  it  from  all  manner  of  hiding  places,  in  swamps  and  forests,  as  well  as 
jom  the  plantations  of  their  masters.  They  seemed  to  be  impressed  with  the  belief 
oat  they  were  thus  doing  the  Government  some  service,  and  earning  their  transpor- 
^tion  to  freedom  and  food  from  its  officers.  It  was  owing  to  their  efforts  that  it 
^nld  be  thus  moved,  in  the  midst  of  rapid  operations,  without  any  real  attention 
eiiig  given  to  the  subject.  I  saw  a  large  amount  of  cotton  thus  gathered  and  deliv- 
[^  at  Barry^s  Landing.  It  should  be  stated  that,  in  many  instances,  these  poor  peo- 
'®  baoled  out  and  deposited  cotton  where  it  could  not  be  taken  away,  and  where  it 
*<i  to  be  abandoned  altogether  to  returning  enemies  or  the  flames  kindled  by  guer- 
•aa.  The  proceeds  of  twenty  or  thirtv  bales,  more  or  less,  were  transferred  to  th© 
'P^rvising  agent  of  Treasury  at  New  Orleans,  and  not  included  in  this  account,  al- 
^^h  sold  under  my  general  directions,  they  having  been  special  cases  involving 
dieting  and  doubtful  claims  or  violations  of  military  orders. 
Most  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
Brevet-Colonel,  AesUiant  Quartermaster,  U.  S,  A, 
'^j.  Gen.  M.  C.  Meigs, 

Quartermaster- General  U,  S,  A. 
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B.-Stattment  of  ootian  received  and  ditpoaed  of  from  May,  1863,  to  Map,  1864. 


to. 

Disposed  of. 

• 

II 

1 

^] 

1 

18 

Cotton  shipped  to  Boston : 
Per  steamship  United  States 

522 

650 
200 

1 

Vf  9f4Munshii>  McClell»,n  .  ,-,.......  i 

n 

Per  steamship  City  of  Bath .  . .  ^  u . . 

Total 

1,372 

To  New  York: 
Per  steamship  Falton .^.... ... 

1  1 

300 
530 
480 

16 

Per  steamshiD  If ontavno. 

18 

Per  steamship  Patapsoo 

TotaL 

To  Captains  Mahler  and  Hawes ;  sold  at  auction  on 
aoconnt  of  Corps  d'Afriqae  fhnd,  viz : 
By  Geo.  C.  Tyler 

1,810 

a=»^ 

.  n 

847 
338 
243 
155 
116 
8 

do 

do 

do 

do 

do 

Total 

( 

1,207 

To  Captain  Mahler,  sold  at  auction,  to  be  by  him  ao- 
counted  for: 
By  Montgomery  A  Bros. 

B4. 

1130 

11 
16 

r  21 

do 

Total 

• 

27 

To  Captain  M.  M.  Hawes,  sold  at  auction,  to  be  by 
him  accounted  for : 
Bv  not  kno#n. 

6 
6 

'  31 

28 
5 

9 
1 

6 

38 

»    4 

......do..... 

1 

« 
Total 

28 

10 

44 

1 

Cotton  returned  to  owners : 
To  C.  A.  Weed 

4 

1,006 
442 

478 
632 

317 

5 

do 

(1 

do 

1,407 
174 

7 

Total ^. 

2,458 

••*••••• 

1,898 

2 

To  Mrs.  Bacon 

16 
20 

303 
88 

176 

50 

76 

4 

Brott  &  Davis* • 

i 

9 

ToM.R.  Ariel 

17 

28 

•  *V •  •  «      • 

12 

11 

To  James  Yiosoa,  Jr . 

18 

M 

To  Thomas  Janney 

2? 

5 
207 

To  Mr.  McKee 

a. 

Delivered  by  order  of  Colonel  Chandler  to  Mr.  Goodwin. . 

82 
30 
42 

1 

82 

48 

4 
90 

100 
80 

9 

To  Mr.  McKee .- 

28 

Military  purposes : 
ToCul.  J.  w.  BriuehuTst,  at  Vermillionville 

.     4 

Bepackinic.  used  in  rebaline.  ^. 

4 
1 

32 

*    7 

ToB.P.  Flanders 

United  States  marshal : 
Issued  to  United  States  marshal.......... 

Si. 

•  •  •  • 

Lost: 
For  100  bales  cotton  shipped  at  Alexandria,  La.,  for  New 
Orleans;  it  was  not  received— supposed  to  have  been 
landed  at  Natcheis , ...  . .  ^ . 

51... 

For  30  bales  of  cotton,  shipped  by  Capt  M.  Martin,  for 
New  Orleans;  was  not  received 

•  •  •  • 

■  •  «  • 

*  One  lot  loose. 
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B. — Statement  of  cotUm  reoeivedj  ^c. — Continued. 


Date. 

Disposed  of. 

• 

1 

Is 

Pi 

• 

s 

1 

i  5 

IS  s 

a  0 

1863. 
May  17 
18 
23 

Col.  S.  B. 
To     300  bales! 
To  1, 030  bales 
To     770  bales ; 
To     200  bales 
To     351  bales. 
To     300  bales 
To     300  bales 
To     300  bales 
To     300  bales 
To     300  bales 
To     402  bales 
To     228  bales . 

Holabird,  aooounted  for  by  him : 

2,671 

300 

1,602 

228 
228 
176 

26 

1 
( 

26 
27 

. 

1  • 
1 

Aug  .... 
Sept .... 

July  30 
Dec  24 

f  ....•• ............ ........................ 

• 

1 

To     228  bales  . 
To     176  bales  . 

To       11  bales  ] 
To       15  balen  j 
To     150  sacks. 
To        1  barrel 

'       I     , 

26 

. 

1         ... 

1864. 
Jan 

I 

Jan 

) 

159  1- -J—- 

Feb 

1 .... 

. . . .  ^ .. 

Total 

12.799 

32 

2.373     7     1 

"•  «••«' 

S.  B.  HOLABIBD. 
Brev€t  CMoful,  A.  Q-  U. 

C^Statement  showing  the  quantity  of  cotton  iold  by  Col.  S.  B,  Holabird,  the  amowi  n- 
eeived  therefor^  and  the  amount  refunded  for  illegal  sales,  accounted  for  in  his  mw| 
account. 

1863.  By  net  proceeds : 

May  — .  2,671  bales  cotton 1519,86129 

By  net  received  for  compressing  454  bales 454  00 

Mending  400  bales 120  00 


Charges  '. 18,608  53 

Net  proceeds  of  1,050  bales  sold  Schroder  &,  Schri- 
ber,  being  a  special  settlement 205, 118  01 


1520,435  29 


223,736  54 


Net  proceeds 296,708r3 

By  net  proceeds : 

June—.  300  bales  cotton 55,576  26 

Less  charges 499  55 

Net  proceeds 55,07671 

By  net  proceeds : 

July  — .  228  bales  cotton 31,688  36 

Less  charges 1, 738  43 

Net  proceeds 29,949  93 

By  amonnt  deposited  in  New  York  on  acconot 
of  cotton  sold  (1,050  bales)  Schroder  &  Schri- 
ber: 

June30 77,929  86 

Septembers 70,416  00 

Septembers 32,025  00 

Total  received li»,370  8e 

By  net  proceeds : 

Aug.  18.  Sales,   300  bales 61,830  46 

24.  Sales,   300  bales 71,074  22 
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)3. 

2.  Sales,   300  bales $71,710  51 

9.  Sales,   300  bales ...  .* 70,14728 

15.  Sales,   402  bales 76,150  06 

1,602 350,912  5;^ 

Less  charges 1 39,989  15 

Net  proceeds |310,923  38 

By  net  proceeds : 

24,  Sales, 228  bales .. -- 62,244  77 

26.  Sales,  176  biles 50,217  14 

112,461  91 
Less  charges 7,993  95 

Net  proceeds '. 104,467  96 

By  net  proceeds : 

16.  Sales,  160  sacks  in  seed 1,375  98 

Less  expenses 23  12 

Net  proceeds 1,352  86 

By  net  proceeds : 

— .  Sales, 26  bales 7,458  22 

Less  charges 444  60 

Net  proceeds 7,013  62 

By  net  proceeds : 

— .  Sales,  fonr  bales  wet  and  damaged  cotton  from 
steamship  Alabama,  picked  np,  claimed  by  Cap- 
tain Garber,  assistant  quartermaster 751  80 

Total  sold  by  Colonel  Holabird : 

5,231  bales,  159  sacks,  and  1  barrel.    Added  four 
bales  wet,  H  t- 

Amount 966,615  87 

By  proceeds  of  cotton  sold  under  and  by  pro- 
visional court,  viz: 

3. 

7.  1,795  pounds $a35  18 

6.  39  bales 7,754  50 

—.  2,700  bales 24,500  00 

Taken    up    in    sequestration    account,    part   of 
^     $49,865.83 33,089  68 

Total  received 1,019,705  55 

To  amounts  refunded  for  cotton  seized,  viz: 

— .  To  A.  P.  Noblem,  in  part  payment  for  2,120  bales 

cotton,  per  voucher 50,000  00 

4. 

— .  To  same 50,000  00 

To  same 50,000  00 

To  same 18,582  40 

168,582  40 
— .  To  Mrs.  M.  R.  Belvius,  for  89  bales  cotton  seized  . .  5, 660  85 
— .  To  B.  F.  Flanders,  Treasury  agent,  for  11  bales 

seized  for  Lieutenant  La  Crosse 2, 963  51 

-~.  To  £.  H.  Martindale,  for  6  bales  seized 654  75 

— .  To  Dennis  Sullivan,  for  9  bales  seized 2, 700  00 

H.  Ex.  236 35 
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1864. 

Aug.  — .  To  Mrs.  Bishop,  for  4  bales  seized '. $460  00 

Ang.  — .  To  amoant  to  Charles  Parlange,  for  13  bales  seized.        1,653  70 

1865. 
Feb.  — .  To  F.  Otto,  for  49  bales  used  about  Port  Hudson. .        3, 101  70 

Total  refunded $185,17621 

Balance •....      834,589  34 

8.  B.  HOLABIRD, 

Brevet  Colonel,  A.  Q.  JC 

QUARTRRMASTER-GEinSRAL'S  OFFICE, 

Waahingion,  D,  C,  September^,  1866. 

Sir  :  In  your  statement  of  the  amount  of  cotton  passing  through  your  commud 
while  at  New  Orleans,  you  state  a  balance  of  $834,529.34,  but  you  do  not  state  to 
what  officer  of  the  Treasury  you  turned  over  said  amount  or  the  manner  of  ite 
adjustment. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

M.  C.  MEIGS, 
Quartermaater-Oeneral,  Brevet  Major-Gmenl 

Col.    S.    B.   HOLABIRD, 

Late  Chief  QuartermoBter^  Department  of  the  Gulf 

Now  in  Washington,  /).  C. 

Washington,  D.  C,  September  2Sj  l9Si 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  September 
22,  1866,  calling  attention  to  the  omission  to  state  in  my  report  upon  the  cotton  tluU 

fassed  through  the  command  to  which  I  belonged,  **  to  what  officers  of  the  Treuorjr 
transferred  the  $834,529.34,  balance  uf  its  proceeds."  This  amount  was  used  in  tbe 
(Quartermaster's  Department  as  if  belonging  to  the  regular  funds  of  that  appropria- 
tion, as  shown  by  the  vouchers  rendered  with  my  accounts  in  that  department,  W* 
ing  been  directed  thus  to  use  and  report  it  by  the  major-genend  commanding  the 
Department  of  the  Gulf. 

With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  B.  HOLABIBD, 

Brevet  Colonel,  A,  Q,  U. 

MiO*  Oo°*  ^-  ^*  Msios, 

Quarttrmaeter-  General, 

Office  of  Assistant  QuAitTERMABTKB, 

New  Orleans,  La,,  June  18, 1863. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  to  you  bill  of  lading  and  invoices  for  530  bsletof 
cotton  and  samples.  Please  send  me,  at  your  earliest  convenience,  receipts  for  the 
same.  And  I  have  to  request  that  the  same  be  sold  at  auction,  and  the  net  proceedi 
be  deposited  in  the  United  States  snbtreasury  at  New  York  to  the  credit  of  Col.  &  B. 
Holabird,  chief  quartermaster,  Department  of  the  Gulf. 
.     Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JACOB  MAHLEB, 
Captain  and  J.  Q,  M,  for  Col,  S,  B.  Holabir4, 
Chief  Quartermaster,  Department  of  ihs  6W/. 
M%j.  Stewart  Van  Vubt, 

Quartermaster,  U,  S,  A„  Nno  York, 

Report  of  General  S,  Van  Vliet,  Quartermaster,  U,  8.  A,    (From  House  JSr.  Doe,  3^9.97 

Thirty-ninth  Congress,  second  session,  pages  24  and  25.) 

Quahtermaster's  Office, 
New  York,  October  11, 1666. 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  condensed  statement  of  iU  tht 
cotton  received  by  me  during  the  war,  and  the  disposition  made  of  it. 

I  had  no  cotton  in  my  hands  at  the  close  of  the  war. 

I  beg,  while  on  this  subject,  to  call  attention  to  the  large  amount  of  money  due  out 
department  for  the  transportation  of  cotton,  and  which  should  have  been  paid  from 
the.  proceeds  of  said  cotton.  I  frequently  called  Mr.  Barney's  attention  to  it,  but  could 
never  bring  him  to  a  settlement. 


"N 
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I  Inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  one  of  the  roveral  letters  which  I  addressed  him  on  the 
BQbject.    There  is  more  dne  the  Goven^ment  than  is  claimed  in  this  letter. , 
It  ^ould  only  be  right  that  this  sum  should  be  returned  to  onr  department- 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Brevet  Major-General,  jro, 
€leneral  M.  C.  Meigs, 

QuartermoBtp-'Generalj  Brevet  Major- General,  U.  S.  A, 

Statement  shotcing  the  quantity  of  cotton  received  during  the  year  by  Brevet  Major-General 
Stevart  Van  Fliet,  quurtermaeter  United  States  Army,  at  New  York  City,  the  dieposition 
^^adeofit,  4-0, 


i 

m 

1 

J_ 

1 

ei 



241 

15 

^644 

^800 

^520 

421 

m 

§■2 

si 
11 


23.053 
8,600 

6,648 

1,140,862 


How  disposed  of, 


Sold  At  pnbUc  sale. 
do 


do 


Tamed  over  to  Hiram  Bar- 
ney, col'r  of  the  port  of  Neir 
York. 

Tomed  OTer  to  Simeon  Dra- 
per, U.  S.  cotton  agent. 


Bemarks. 


$12,126  80 
665  32 

3,280  02 


16,182  04 


Proceeds  taken  np  on  snmmanr 

statement  for  January,  IMS. 
Cotton  in  seed.    Proceeds  taken 

np  on  ^nmmary  statement  for 

May,  1863. 
Prticf  eds  transferred  to  Simeon 

Draper,  esq.,  United  States 

cotton  agent. 


t  STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Brevet  Major-Oeneral  and  Quarter^natter^  U,  A  A. 

Quartermaster's  Office. 

New  Fork,  August  14,  1863. 

.  Sir:  I  hand  yon  herewith  the  account  of  charges,  amounting  to  $50,077.34,  which 
^  due  this  department  on  four  shipments  of  cotton  and  sugar  turned  over  to  you,  and 
'^U  thank  you  to  send  me  your  draft  for  the  amount  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Steamer  George  Peabody : 

^^penses  paid  at  New  Orleans |9,566  38 

*^or  foQr  days'  detention  of  vessel  ($400) 1,600  00 

11, 166  38 

Steamer  Matanzas : 

^xpenses  paid  at  New  Orleans 9,975  62 

'^or  six  days' detention  of  vessel  ($550) 3,300  00 

Steamer  United  States : 

^Xpenses  paid  at  New  Orleans $14,071  27 

*or  five  days'  detention  of  vessel  ($400) '. 2,U00  00 

Steamer  Fulton : 

^^Dses  paid  at  New  Orleans 7,564  07 

''or  two  days' detention  of  vessel  ($1,000) 2,000  00 

9,546  07 

Total 50,077  34 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


13, 275  62 


$16,071  27 


Hiram  Barney,  Esq., 

Collector,  New  York  Ciiy. 

A  trae  copy : 


STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Major  and  Quartermatter,  U.  8.  A, 


STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Brevet  Maj,  Gen,  and  C.  Q.  M. 
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Cmrrespondence  between  General  MeigB  and  General  Van  FUet.    {From  Homm  Ex,  Doe.y^ 

'  97,  Thirty-ninth  CongreM^  second  sesBion^  pages  61-4)3.) 

QUARTERXA5TER*S  OfFICX, 

New  York,  Mag  23,  186^  _ 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  Htate  that  the  steam  traD8i>ort  Matanzas  arri^^^ 
]a8t  evening  from  New  Orleans,  and  has  on  board  400  bales  of  cotton  and  50  hc^jT, 
headrt  of  snj^ar,  invoiced  tome  by  Captain  Shipley,  aiwistant  quartermaster,  fors^^]^ 
I  am  having  it  Htored  at  the  Atlantic  Dock,  and  wonld  recommend  that  it  be^^j^ 
without  delay,  in  order  to  avoid  the  expenne  of  storage  and  rhe  risk  of  loss  byfir-^^ 

I  am  informed  from  New  Orleans  that  there  will  be  a  considerable  amount  of  oot. 
ton  shipped  to  me,  and  I  would  be  ^lad  to.have  some  general  instructions  in  thecnae. 
I  can  have  it  sold  at  the  highest  price  at  auction  with  but  little  expense,  and  with  a* 
certainty  that  everything  will  be  done  by  those  who  sell  it  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  service. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Major  and  Quartemuuter. 
Qeneral  M.  C.  Meigs, 

Quavterni aster- General,  Washingtonf  D.  C, 

Quartermaster's  Office, 

New  York,  June  29,  1863. 

Qekeral:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  a  letter  from  Captain  Mahler, 
acting  quartermaster  for  Colonel  Holabird,  in  regard  to  a  load  of  cotton  just  received 
here  by  steamer  Matanzas.  This  cotton  is  marked  *'  U.  S.,''  but  there  are  no  chai^ 
against  it  in  New  Orleans,  as  has  been  the  case  with  other  lots  received  from  that  city, 
nor  is  it  stated  that  it  is  captured  property.  There  must  have  been  some  charges 
against  it  in  New  Orleans  which  Colonel  Holabird  (not  knowing  that  it  had  bMn 
turned  over  to  the  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department)  intended  to  deduct,  after  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  had  been  placed  to  his  credit  with  the  assistant  treasurer.  For 
the  foregoing  reasons,  I  have  thought  it  proper  to  ask  if  this  cotton  should  be  tnmed 
over  to  Mr.  Barney,  collector,  as  the  other  has  been.  If  it  is,  I  should  think  that  a 
certain  sum  should  be  withheld  to  cover  any  expenses  that  may  have  accrued,  nntil 
Colonel  Holabird  can  be  heard  from. 

I  am,  general,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 

Qi(art6rma«t0r. 
General  M.  C.  Meigs, 

QuarUrmasier- General f  Washington y  D.  C.  ^ 

Quartermaster's  Office. 

New  York,  July  24, 1863. 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  call  your  attention  to  my  letter  of  the  29thof  Jni^r 
in  regard  to  cotton  received  here  from  New  Orleans,  per  steamer  Matanzas. 

Another  load  has  arrived  under  similar  circumstances.  Shall  it  be  turned  oTcrto 
Mr.  Barney? 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

STEWART  VAN  VLIET, 
Major  and  Quartermatttf' 
General  M.  C.  Meios, 

Quartermaster-Generalf  Washingtonf  D,  C. 

QUAkTEMASTER-GENERAL'S  OFFICE, 

Washington,  D,  C,  July  28,  1863. 

Major  :  All  cotton  received  from  New  Orleans  should  be  disposed  of  as  heretofore 
directed,  under  the  law  of  12th  March,  1863,  and  General  Orders  No.  88,  of  Slst  Mftroh, 
1863,  or  April  3. 

Where  the  charges  are  not  known  the  collector  should  be  informed  that  the  list  of 
charges  has  not  yet  been  received,  but  that  he  will  be  furnished  with  it  as  soon  as 
received. 

t*  Advise  Colonel  Holabird  of  this  instruction,  that  he  may  send  forward  his  liat  of 
charges  against  all  such  shipments  at  the  earliest  date. 
I  am,  respectfully,  your  obedient. 

M.  C.  MEIGS, 
QuartertMster-GeMft^ 
Maj.  S.  Van  Vliet, 

QuarUrmaster,  New  York. 
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rtofCapU  W,  W,  McKinif  assistant  quartentiaater  U.  S,  A.    (From  House  Ex.  Doe,, 
No,  97,  Thirty-ninth  Congress,  second  session ,  pages  68-60.) 

Assistant  Quartermaster's  Office, 

Boston,  Mass.,  June  27,  1863. 

NERAL :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  22d 
nt,  in  reference  to  certain  property  shipped  to  me  by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  chief 
termaster  Department  of  the  Gnlf. 

)viou8  to  the  receipt  of  yonr  letter  I  had  $161,535.69,  being  the  proceeds  fromaac- 
sale  of  the  property  received  by  the  steamer  McClellau. 

Taesday  last  I  sold  at  auction  two  hundred  bales  of  cotton  received  from  New 
ins  by  steamer  City  of  Baltimore. 

'  course  in  this  business,  and  I  presume  also  the  action  of  Colonel  Holabird,  was 
I  opon  the  supposition  that  the  proceeds  could  be  appropriated  as  he  desired, 
agent  of  the  Treasury  Department  could  have  made  a  more  judicious  or  econom- 
lale,  or  have  realized  more  for  the  property  than  I  have  done,  and  I  am  confident 
my  action  will  receive  the  approval  or  any  competent  agent  the  Treasury  De- 
Dent  may  appoint. 

m  ready  to  turn  over  the  proceeds  to  the  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department 
lever  required  to  do  so. 

38pectfnlly  ask  that  I  ma^'  be  authorized  to  return  so  much  of  the  proceeds  as 
luffice  to  reimburse  Colonel  Holabird  for  the  expenses  at  New  Orleans,  and  to 
such  sum  to  his  credit,  it  being  a  proper  charge  against  the  property,  before  the 
roceeds  can  be  determined. 

>ald  not  the  freight  on  such  property,  from  the  point  of  shipment  to  the  place  of 
*ry(when  delivered  from  Government  transports),  be  retained  and  placed  to  the 
)  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  before  paying  the  proceeds  to  the  Treasury 
rtment  f 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  general,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

WM.  W.  McKIM, 
Captain  and  Assistant  Quartermaster, 
g.  Gen.  M.  C.  Meigs, 
Q.  if.  G.  U.  S.  A.J  Washington,  D.  C, 

Assistant  Quartermaster's  Office, 

'  Boston,  Mass.,  June  14,  1866. 

9BRAL :  Referring  to  yonr  letter  of  the  9th  instant,  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  a 
;Dsed  statement  of  all  cotton  received  by  me  or  by  any  officer  at  this  depot,  as 
1  by  the  records  of  the  quartermaster's  office ;  also  its  disposition,  number  and 
iption  of  packages,  amount  in  pounds,  and  net  proceeds  oi  the  sales  of  same. 
I  am,  general,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  W.  McKIM, 
Brevet  Majof  and  Assistant  Quartermaster, 
i.  Gen.  M.  C.  Meios, 
Q.  M.  G.  U,  S,  A.,  Washington,  J).  C. 

lent  of  cotton  received  by  the  Quartermaster's  Department  at  Boston,  Mass.,  from  the 

commencement  to  the  end  of  the  rebellion. 


How  received. 

Packages. 

Pounds. 

1,145 

81,0A1 
285, 558 

• 
Disposition. 

Net  nro- 
ceeois. 

lAck  Prince  from  New  Orleans.. 

2  bales 

Sold  by  auction... 

. •  • . do  .•••«..•....- 

#209  79 

r  City  of  Bath,  from  New  Or- 

200  bales,  4  bags  .. 
650  bales,  7  bags.. 

53,397  86 
141.481  47 

ir  McClellan.  from  New  OrleuiB . . 

....do 

^otal 

367,784 

105,089  13 

rtify  that  the  above  statement  is  correct. 

JOHN  W.  McKIM, 
Brevet  Major  and  Assistant  Quartermaster. 

istant  Quartermaster's  Office,  U.  S.  A., 

Boston,  June  15,  1866. 
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Fortieth  Congress,  second  session.    Senkte  Ex.  Doc.  No.  41. 

Letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  communicating,  in  compliance  icith  a  resoluti4yw^  qj 
the  Senate  of  the  6lh  instant^  information  in  relation  to  the  dispoeition  made  of  the  f^ro- 
ctede  of  captured  and  abandoned  property  received  by  Colonel  Holabird,  aeeietant  quarter- 
master. 

March  16, 1868. — Read,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia, 

and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Treasury  Department,  March  13, 1808. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  on  the6t-l3 
of  March  instant,  requesting?  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  inform  the  Senate 
whether  the  examination  of  the  accountof  Colonel  Holabird,  assistant  quartermaste^ 
has  been  completed  by  the  Third  Auditor;  and  if  so,  that  he  state  the  amount  fouc»*^^ 
to  be  due  the  fund  arising  from  Ihe  proceeds  of  captured  and  abandoned  property 
whether  the  amount  thus  found  due  has  been  credited  to  that  fund  and  charged 
the  Quartermaster's  Department;  and  if  the  balance  thus  found  due  has  not  lie^ 
credited  to  said  fund,  whether  the  same  has  not  been  thus  credited  and  included* 
the  total  net  sum  realize,d  from  the  sale  of  captured  and  abandoned  property  in  t 
Treasury  of  tbe  United  States,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  the  annexed  report  mai 
to  me,  at  my  request,  by  the  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury,  containing  all  the  iufo 
mation  in  my  power  to  give  upon  the  matter  concerning  wnich  inquiry  is  made. 
Respectfully, 

H.  Mcculloch, 

Seerttary  of  the  Treasury. 
The  President  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Third  Auditor's  Office,  Treasury  Department, 

March  11,  1868^ 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  the  information  tl^  ^ 
an  audit  of  Colonel  Holabird's  accounts,  involving  the  subject-matter  contained     i^ 
the  Senate  resolution  of  March  6,  1868,  of  which  the  within  is  a  copy,  was  accctocn. 
plished  in  this  office  on  the  25rh  of  January  last  past;  that  the  amount  found  to  \q 
due  from  the  Quarfermaster's  Department  to  the  fund  denominated  "captured  s\D(/ 
abandoned  property '^  was  $i02,392.48;  that  said  settlement  was,  on  the  same  <1aj^ 
viz,  the  25th  January,  1868,  reported  to  the  Second  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  fof 
examination  and  certification  of  the  balance  arising  thereon,  as  required  by  law,  aod 
was,  on  the  4th  of  February  following,  returned  by  him  to  this  office  fully  coutimiad. 
(See  Settlement  No.  6373,  current  series.)    That,  on  the  day  following,  to  wit,  tbe 
5th  of  February,  1868,  the  balance,  so  found,  was  formally  certified  to  the  SecretJiry 
of  War,  with  the  request  that  he  would  cause  a  requisition  to  issue  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  in  conformity  with  said  settlement,  whereby  the  appropriatioa 
for  the  ''Quartermaster's  Department"  would  be  charged,  and  the  fund  ''captured 
and  abandoned  property"  credited,  and  the  objects  of  the  settlement  thus  fully  ac- 
complished ;  and  finally,  that  up  to  the  present  time  such  requisition  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  has  not  issued,  so  far  as  this  office  is  aware,  and  no  information  has  beeo  re- 
ceived from  the  War  Department  in  relation  thereto. 

JOHN  WILSON,  JwW^r. 

Return  of  Treasury  Department, 

In  pursuance  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  22d  of  February,  1849,  relating  to  theoe^ 
tification  of  records,  under  seal,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  of  the  acta  of 
February  24,  1855,  section  13,  empowering  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  "to 
call  upon  any  of  the  Departments  for  any  information  it  may  deem  necessary,"  sxA 
whereas  the  last  provision  of  the  above-named  section,  to  wit,  that  the  head  of  do 
department  shall  answer  any  call  for  information  or  papers,  in  his  opinion,  it  woald 
be  injurionis  to  the  public  interest,  is  in  nowise  violated  by  the  transmission  of  the 
annexed  information :  Therefore,  on  this  22d  day  of  August,  in  the  year  1870,  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  in  answer  to  the  request  of  the  above- 
named  Court  of  Claims,  dated  August  22,  1870,  submits  the  following  as  being  tbo 
information  now  on  file  in  bis  office  touching  .the  matters  inquired  of  by  said  request, 
in  the  cause  of  Jules  Lapene  &,  August  Ferre  v«.  The  United  States,  to  wit : 

That  a  balance  found  due  from  the  Quartermast>er's  Department  on  account  of  tbe 
transactions  of  Capt.  S.  B.  Holabird,  in  New  Orleans,  of  |802,392.46,  was  transferred 
to  the  captured  and  abandoned  property  fund,  as  follows : 

June  15,  1868 $43,958  6; 

June  29,  1868 758.433  88 

80^^,392  48 
"W«L,  k.  RICHARDSON, 
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Return  of  Treasury  DepqrtmenU — Filed  October  5, 1870. 

United  States  of  America,  Treasury  Department. 

In  pnrsaaDce  of  the  aot  of  Congress  of  22d  of  February,  1849,  relating  to  the  certi- 
fication of  records,  under  seal,  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  of  the  act  of 
February  24, 1855,  section  13,  empowering  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims  **  to  call 
upon  any  of  the  Departments  for  any  information  it  may  deem  necessary,"  and  whereas 
tlie  last  provision  of  the  above-named  section,  to  wit,  that  the  head  of  no  Department 
Bball  answer  any  call  for  information  or  papers  if,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  injuri- 
ous to  the  public  interest,  is  in  nowise  violated  by  the  transmission  of  the  annexed  in- 
formation :  Therefore,  on  this  1st  day  of  October,  in  the  year  1870,  the  Secretary  of 
tilie  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  in  answer  to  the  rule  of  above-named  Court  of 
Claims,  dated  August  25,  1870,  submits  the  following  as  being  the  information  now 
on  file  in  this  office  touching  the  matters  inquired  of  by  said  rule  in  the  cauf  e  of  Jules 
Lapene  and  August  Ferre  r«.  The  United  States,  to  wit : 

That  the  shipments  of  cotton  in  1863,  by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  chief  quartermaster 
*tNew  Orleans,  received  and  sold  by  Hiram  Barney,  United  States  cotton  agent  at 
New  York,  aggregated  2,644  bales,  the  net  proceeds  of  which  amounted  to  $622,148.81. 

[SEAL.]  GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 

Secretary  of  the  Treaeury. 

In  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims.    December  term,  A.  D.  1871. 

No.  3392.  L.  Queyrouze,  administrator,  va.  The  United  States. 
No.  3:)91.  Michel  Castillo  v«.  The  United  States. 
No.  3348.  Desire  Godet  m.  The  United  States. 
No.  3347.  Cornelius  Donato  v«.  The  United  States. 

Deposition  of  Jos^h  H,  Kingeley, 

■ 

I>18trict  of  Louisiana, 

aty  of  New  OrleanSf  $» : 

Be  it  known  that  on  this  29th  day  of  March,  1870,  before  me,  D.  Urban,  a  United 
States  commissioner  in  and  for  said  district,  duly  commissioned  and  quali6ed,  and  a 
^^mmissioner  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  personally  came  and  appeared 
^I^oeoph  H.  Kingsley,  of  sound  mind  and  lawful  age,  a  witness  for  the  claimants  in 
"the  suit  entitled  Lapene  &  Ferre  r».  The  United  States,  pending  in  the  United  States 
Oonrt  of  Claims,  and  numbered  3052  on  the  docket,  who,  being  first  duly  sworn  to 
testify  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  deposes  and  says: 

Present,  A.  Barq,  of  counsel  for  the  claimants;  Wni.  FessendcD,  of  counsel  for  the 
tJnited  States. 

Bv  the  Commissioner  : 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  you  are  inter- 
Q%ted  in  the  result  of  this  suit,  or  related  to  the  claimant. — A.  My  name  is  Joseph  H. 
Kingsley ;  forty-five  years  old ;  1  reside  in  the  parish  of  Jefferson,  and  am  the  finan- 
cial manager  of  the  Merrill  plantation.  1  am  not  related  to  the  claimant  or  interested 
in  the  result  of  this  suit. 

I  have  been  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  late  civil  war. 
I  entered  the  service  on  the  21st  August,  1862,  in  the  Forty-first  Massachusetts  Vol- 
unteer Infantry,  afterwards  the  Third  Massachusetts  Cavalry.  When  I  first  went 
into  service  I  was  a  quartermaster  sergeant,  after  quartermastei*.  My  regiment  was 
engaged  in  Louisiana  during  the  late  war  from  September  17, 1862,  to  July  16,1864. 
We  were  at  Baton  Rouge,  Opelousas,  Port  Hudson,  and  on  the  Red  River  Expedi- 
tion in  Louisiana. 

I  was  in  Opelousas,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Landry,  with  the  regiment,  from  the  first 
week  in  April  to  second  week  in  May,  1863,  about  a  month  or  five  weeks ;  my  colonel, 
Colonel  Chickering,  was  made  military  governor  at  Opelousas;  I  had  orders  from 
him  to  take  charge  of  all  confiscated  property  within  a  circuit  of  10  or  15  miles  from 
Opelousas,  that  is,  the  confiscated  property  was  brought  in  from  this  circuit  to  me  at 
Opelousas.  All  cotton  received  by  me  I  sent  to  Barr^s  Landing,  and  there  delivered 
to  Major  Carpenter  or  bis  employl.  Major  Carpenter  was  an  assistant  quartermaster. 
I  was  myself  to  Barrels  Landing  once  ;  saw  cotton  there  ;  saw  some  on  the  boat  and 
on  the  landing,  l.know  Captain  Frederick  G.  Pope ;  he  was  captain  of  Company  D, 
Forty-first  Massachusetts  Regiment.  I  know  that  he  and  all  the  other  officers  of  the 
regiment  had  orders  to  take  cotton  ;  I  have  not  my  books  nor  memoranda  of  my  doings 
at  Opelousas,  having  been  captured  at  Mansfield,  on  the  Red  River. 
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I  kept  an  accnrate  accoant  of  the  number  of  bales  and  the  marks,  and  the  plaota^ 
tions  where  taken ,  and  the  officers  by  whom  taken. 

Cross-examined : 

All  the  cotton  seized  in  that  parish  was  not  brought  into  Opelousas,  and  therefore 
all  of  it  did  not  pass  through  my  hands ;t  I  have  no  knowledge  or  information  that 
any  of  tbt^  cotton  seized  was  returned  to  its  owners,  but  I  am  confident  that  none  of 
that  which  was  received  by  me  was  not  returned ;  that  is.  I  am  confident  that  all  co^ 
ton  received  by  me  was  sent  to  Barrels  Landing;  I  was  only  once  at  Barrels  Landing; 
I  was  at  Barre's  Landing  somewhere  between  the  1st  and  10th  of  May,  1863;  I  re- 
ceived the  names  of  the  claimants  or  reputed  owners  from  the  officer  making  the  seii- 
ore. 

Re-examined : 

When  I  sent  cotton  to  Barrels  Landing  I  did  not  receive  or  take  receipts  from  Major 
Carpenter  or  his  employ^;  this  business  I  did  not  consider  as  my  regular  duty  of  quar- 
termaster sergeant,  and  therefore  took  no  receipts. 

Q.  (in  general).  Do  you  know  anything  else,  other  than  what  you  have  already 
stated,  which  may  benefit  either  party;  if  so,  please  state  the  samef — A.  I  know 
nothing  else. 

JOS.  H.  KING8LEY. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me,  this  29th  March,  1870. 

[L.8.]  D.  URBAN, 

U,  8,  CommUsioneTf  fc 

Deposition  of  Louis  Jleichelheim, 

By  the  Commissioner  : 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  you  are  in  an  ^^^ 
degree  related  to  the  claimants,  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  My  nan^« 
is  Louis  Heichelheim ;  am  thirty-seven  years  old;  reside  in  New  Orleans,  and  acn 
an  accountant  by  occupation ;  am  not  related  to  the  claimants  in  this  suit  or  imx- 
terested  in  its  results.     I  am  a  native  of  Germany.     I  came  to  the  United  States  In 
the  year  1852,  and  have  resided  here  the  last  thirteen  years.    When  the  war  brolce 
out  I  was  a  bookkeeper,  employed  by  difi'erent  firms.     I  was  the  chief  clerk  of  Cap- 
tain Mahler;  was  employed  by  him  as  such  in  the  spring  of  li^iXi,  about  two  months 
after  he  took  possession  of  the  office,  the  spring  following  the  arrival  of  General 
Banks.     I  cannot  recollect  the  exact  date.     I  made  reports  of  all  transactions  of  Cap- 
tain Mahler,  assistant  quartermaster,  to  the  Quartermaster's  and  Treasury  Depart- 
ment at  Washington.     Captain  Mahler  was  in  charge  of  all  transportation  and  of 
certain  captured  property — sugar  and  cotton  ;  sugar  I  am  not  positive  about,  as  it 
was  delivered  to  Commissary  Department  for  Army  purposes,  as  far  as  I  know.    1 
don't  remember  the  date  of  the  Teche  expedition,  or  whether  I  was  in  the  employ  of 
Captain  Mahler  at  the  time;  there  was  a  large  quantity  of  cotton  on  hand  when  I 
came  into  the  office,  of  which  a  portion  was  shipped  North  and  a  portion  sold  by  di- 
rection of  the  chief  quartermaster :  this  cotton  was  stored  in  the  Shipper's  press.   I 
made  returns  of  the  amount  sent  North  and  paid  employes  who  were  in  charge  df 
cotton  at  that  press.     I  was  at  the  press  once  while  the  cotton  was  there.    A  mfto 
named  George  Smith  was  in  charge  of  the  press  ;  he  made  returns  to  the  officeof  Cap- 
tain Mahler  of  all  transactions  as  they  took  place  ;  at  the  time  I  first  went  into  the 
office  of  Captain  Mahler  there  may  have  been  from  two  to  five  thousand  bales  on  band 
at  this  press.     Previous  to  ray  coming  there,  cotton  had  been  shipped  to  European 

gorts,  I  know,  because  a  large  amount  of  money  was  then  owing  by  the  shippeWi 
chroeder  &  Shreiber,  to  the  Quartennaster's  Department  for  the  Government.    I  do 
not  remember  the  names  of  the  vessels  by  which  cotton  was  shipped.    I  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  condition  of  the  cotton  when  received.     I  know  that  a  number  of      a 
bales  had  no  legible  marks  from  the  reports  made  to  the  office.     I  made  six  invoiceSi      \ 
more  or  less,  of  cotton  shipped  North ;  that  to  New  York  was  directed  to  Major  or  Gen- 
eral Van  Vliet,  quartermaster;  that  to  Bost<on  to  Captain  MacKim,  assist-aut  quarter* 
master.     I  do  not  remember  the  amount  of  these  invoices.     I  made  invoices  by  se^' 
eral  steamers.     These  invoices  were  made  in  the  summer  of  1863,  when  the  bnildia^ 
opposite  Lafayette  Square  was  occupied  by  the  Quartermaster  Department. 

Cross  examined : 
Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  cotton  received  as  captured,  which  was  given  up 
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all  money  traDsactioDS,  and  reports  of  all  propertied  to  the  Quartermaster-General's 
Office. 

Q.  (in  general).  Can  you  state  anything  else  which  may  benefit  either  party  other 
than  what  you  have  already  stated  f — A.  I  do  not. 

LOUIS  HEICHELHEIM. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  April  10,  1870. 

[U8.]  D.  URBAN, 

U,  S.  Commissioner,  ^o. 

District  of  Louisiana, 

City  of  New  OrleanSf  ss : 

On  this  23d  day  of  April,  1870,  before  me,  D.  Urban,  an  United  States  commissioner 
in  and  for  said  district,  and  a  comuiisHiouer  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims, 
duly  commissioned  and  qualified,  personally  came  and  appeared  Samuel  H.  Brown, 
John  Wilson,  and  George  Smith,  of  nound  minds  aud  lawful  ages,  witnesses  on  be- 
half of  claimants  in  the  suit  of  Lapene  &  Ferre,  **  claimants,''  vs.  The  United  States, 
pending  in  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  who,  being  each  duly  sworn  to  testify 
the  tmth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  did  each  depose  and  say  : 

Present,  A.  Barq,  of  counsel  for  claimants ;  Wm.  Fessenden,  of  counsel  for  the 
United  States. 

Deposition  of  Samuel  H,  Brown. 

Q>  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation  ;  whether  yon  are  in  any 
degree  related  to  the  claiuiant,  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  My  name 
is  Samuel  H.  Brown;  43  years  old;  reside  in  New  Orleans;  am  not  doing  anything 
^ow,  but  was  lately  an  inspector  of  customs ;  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimants  in 
JJiissuit,  nor  haTe  I  any  interest  in  this  suit;  my  last  permanent  residence  here  has 
P^n  for  eleven  years ;  am  a  native  of  Pennsylvania.    When  the  war  broke  out  I  was 
|Q  the  house  of  Allen  Hill,  on  Baronne  street ;  I  was  his  bookkeeper  and  general 
hasiness  man.     In  1863  and  1864  I  was  shipping  clerk  for  Capt.  Jacob  Mahler,  assist- 
ant quartermaster  United  States  Volunteers ;  I  think  I  became  shipping  clerk  in  April 
or  May,  It:^,  when  Captain  Mahler  took  possession ;  it  was  about  the  same  time,  or 
» little  before,  the  expedition  to  the  Teche  country,  under  General  Banks  or  Weitzel;. 
1  know  that  a  quantity  of  cotton  arrived  here,  and  wa«  turned  over  to  the  quarter- * 
faster  after  that  expedition :  there  was  from  four  to  six  thousand  bales,  more  or  less., 
"ol.  8.  B.  Holabird  was  chief  quartermaster.    The  cotton  before  alluded  to  came  here, 
jome  by  rail  and  some  by  steamers.     When  I  first  saw  the  cotton,  it  was  on  the  left 
•^ank  of  the  river,  at  New  Orleans.    I  cannot  give  the  date  of  the  first  arrival  of  this 
^ttoD.    The  cotton  was  sent  to  the  Factors'  press — the  majority  of  it ;  I  think  some 
®^  it  was  sent  to  the  Redding  press;  I  know  it,  because  I  saw  some  of  the  cotton 
*t  the  press.     It  was  sent  there  for  storage,  I  believe.     That  in  the  Factors'  press 
staid  several  months  there — some  of  it ;  the  time  is  so  long  that  my  memory  may  be 
*  little  at  fault.     My  duties  were  to  load  and  unload  all  water-craft  in  the  quarter- 
'^^aster's  service,  and  to  see  that  all  stores  were  sent  to  the  depots.     I  went  regularly 
^ery  day  to  these  presses,  particularly  to  the  Factors'.    I  think  some  of  the  cotton 
?®foie  alluded  to  was,  part  of  it,  shipped  North,  and  part  sold  here.     I  don't  know 
^  what  proportions.    Tyler  and  Neville  were  the  general  auctioneers,  but  I  don't 
k'^ow  jf  they  sold  any  of  the  above  cotton,  although  I  think  they  did.     It  was  my 
"Dsiness  to  see  the  cotton  shipped  that  was  shipped.     I  don't  know  how  many  bales 
Jjere  shipped,  nor  how  many  invoices  were  made,  nor  the  name  of  the  steamers,  as 
jhetB-were  so  many  that  I  cannot  name  any  particular  steamer.    Schroeder  &  Schrie- 
"*'■  purchased  a  large  lot  of  cotton  from  Captain  Mahler,  which  they  shipped  to  Eu- 
'JP« ;  not  positive  ir  it  was  of  this  cotton.     This  cotton  was  shipped  in  the  early  part 
Jj  the  summer  of  1863.     I  mean  the  Schroeder  &  Schrieber  cotton.     I  have  a  list  of 
*^®  arrivals  and  departures  of  the  vessels  from  this  port,  but  not  of  their  cargoes, 
oonie  of  the  cotton  which  arrived  was  rebaled,  and  put  in  shipping  order  previous  to 
fJipDient.     Generally,  when  the  cotton  arrived  here  the  baling  was  in  bad  order.     Cap- 
^'i)  Mahler  ordered  a  list  of  the  marks  to  be  taken,  as  far  as  possible,  and  a  considera- 
^?  portion  of  this  cotton  had  arrived  bofore  he  gave  this  order.    I  understand  that  Cap- 
JJ^  Mahler  is  in  Europe.    George  Smith  had  charge  of  all  captnred  cotton  in  the 
am*^ ;  he  is  now  one  of  the  proprietors  of  the  Fire-proof  press.    I  find  among  my  papers 
^^^oranda  showing  that,  on  May  13, 1863,  Captain  Mahler  received  from  Captain  S. 
^j  *  ^ozzens  3,420  bales  of  cotton  that  came  from  the  Teche  country.     I  am  not  posi- 
yu®  Whether  the  cotton  shipped  North  was  shipped  previous  to  or  aft^er  this  date. 
side  ^^^^  ^^  Captain  Mahler  to  take  the  marks  on  the  cotton  was  given  after  a  con- 
Qf  ♦J^^le  portion  of  the  cotton  was  in  the  press.    After  this  order  we  took  an  account 
nj^,^^^  planters'  marks  on  the  cotton  as  it  arrived  on  the  levee ;  and  as  to  the  cotton 
^^^^^  in  the  press,  we  took  the  marks  as  it  was  shipped  from  the  press,  so  far  as  it 
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was  possible.    I  have  now  a  memprandnm  of  those  marks  in  my  possession — a  co 
from  the  original  memorandum  which  was  in  the  quartermaster's  office.     At  yoar 
quest  I  have  examined  said  memorandum,  and  find  that  we  received  the  foUowi 
cotton:  3  bales,  marked  V.  M. ;  4,  marked  J.  W. ;  1,  marked  J.  R. ;  5,  marked  L. 
and  1,  marked  O.  D.    On  a  good  deal  of  cotton  received  the  planter's  marks  co 
not  be  distinguished. 

CroHS-examined : 

Q.  Did  you  find  in  said  memorandum  any  cotton  marked  L.  Y.,  L.  Y.  G.,  J.  N.      ^ 
N.  A.,  J.  W.  f — A.  I  did  not.     Some  cotton  which  was  received  on  the  levee,  or  in    ^^ 
press,  and  neither  shipped  or  sold,  was  given  up  by  order  of  the  chief  quarterma^^^ 
to  the  claimants  of  the  same,  whose  names  I  do  not  know,  nor  do  I  know  where      <^ j 
cotton  was  received  from. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  any  cotton  received  by  the  qnartermaster'ft     ^ 
partnient  was  paid  for  by  the  quartermaster's  department,  or  the  claimants  of    ^^ 
same  settled  with  for  such  cotton  f — A.  By  order  of  Captain  Mahler,  assistant  (^a^r 
terruaster,  I'examined  several  lints  of  cotton  presented  by  the  claimants  of  thesa^tg^ 
and  upon  wbich  I  reported  back  wi^h  remarks.     Captain  Mahler  then  [remarlsed/ 
that  said  cottons  had  been  paid  for  by  the  quartermaster's  department.    I  do  not  now 
remember  tlie  names  of  the  same. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  instance  in  which  a  lot  of  cotton  was  paid  for  in  fall,  ac- 
cording to  the  number  of  bales  claimed  by  the  claimant  of  the  same,  when  your  record 
did  not  show  but  a  few  bales  of  the  same  mark  in  your  possession  T — A.  I  have  no  pos- 
itive knowledge  of  tbe  fact. 

Q.  State  what  knowledge  you  have  about  it. — A.  I  have  seen  several  reports  made 
out  in  Captain  Mahler's  office,  giving  a  partial  list  of  cotton  from  the  records  in  his 
office,  which  list  was  recommended  as  a  basis,  in  evidence,  that  all  the  cotton  of  that 
mark  had  been  received,  but  that,  from  the  condition  of  the  cotton,  it  was  impossible 
to  identify  all  the  marks.  All  I  know  about  the  payment  of  thene  claims  last  spoken 
of  was  that  Captain  Mahler  told  me  afterwards  .that  the  claims  had  been  paid. 

(Objected  to  by  counsel  for  the  claimants  in  this  case  as  irrelevant.) 

Redirect: 

Q.  You  say,  in  your  direct  examination,  "the  order  of  Captain  Mahler  to  take  the 
marks  on  the  cotton  was  given  after  a  considerable  portion  of  the  cotton  was  in  tbe 
/press.  After  this  (»rder,  we  took  an  account  of  the  planters'  marks  on  the  cottoa  as 
It  arrived  on  the  levee,  and  as  to  the  cotton  already  in  the  press,  we  took  the  marks  as 
it  was  shipped  from  the  press,  so  far  as  was  possible;"  is  it  not  to  your  knowledge 
that  a  quantity  of  cotton  had  been  shipped  North  previous  to  your  receiving  this 
order  f — A.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  there  was.  It  is  not  to  my  knowledge 
that  Lapeue  &,  Ferre  were  paid  for  any  cotton  claimed  by  them. 

Recross : 

The  order  of  Captain  Mahler  to  take  the  marks  on  the  cotton  was  given  after  » 
large  quantity  of  the  cotton  had  been  received  from  the  Teche  country.  The  cotton 
shipped  North,  I  think,  was  shipped  after  the  arrival  of  the  cotton  from  the  Tecbe. 

Q.  (In  general.)  Can  you  stale  anything  else  which  may  benefit  either  party f  ^ 
so,  state  tlie  same. — A.  I  cannot. 

SAM.  H.  BROWN. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  23d  April,  1870. 

[L.8.  ]  D.  URBAN, 

United  States  Cammimonerj  ^ 

Depoaitian  of  John  Wilson, 

By  the  Commissioner  : 
Q.  Please' to  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation ;  whether  yon  are  rt- 
lated  to  the  claimants,  or  interested  in  the  result  of  this  suit. — A.  My  name  is  Jobn 
"Wilson;  thirty-two  years  old;  reside  in  New  Orleans;  a  clerk  by  occupation;  I»» 
not  related  to  the  claimants,  nor  interested  in  this  suit.     I  was  born  in  Norway;  bsve 
been  in  New  Orleans  about  tifteen  years.    I  was  in  the  employ  of  the  Quart«nn«st«ri 
Department  from  the  latter  part  of  IH62  up  to  some  time  in  1864.     When  Captwn 
Manler  was  acting  as  quartermaster  I  was  a  discharging  clerk  for. the  Quartermasters 
Department  on  the  levee.     My  duties  were  to  assort  and  deliver  all  freight  oomingin 
by  transports.    I  have  knowledge  pf  the  expedition  to  the  Teche,  Attakapas,  and 
Opelousas  expedition  under  General  Banks.    I  remember  seeing  a  large  lot  or  lots  ot 
cotton  come  across  the  Mississippi  River  by  the  ferry  of  the  Opelousas  Railroad,  and 
'Which  came  by  said  railroad.    I  received  this  cotton  and  sent  it  to  the  press.    To  tbe 
beatof  my  knowledge  it  went  to  the  Shipper's  press,  but  it  might  have  gone  to  some  othsj 
preaa.  '  I  gave  receipts  to  thie  dta:y  iox  e«*c\i  \o«A  ^^t  ^jolVin,    This  receipt  was  signsd 
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t  the  press  and  retamed  to  me^  and  by  me  turned  over  to  the  Quartermaster's  De- 
artment.  There  was  a  heap  of  cotton  received,  but  I  have  no  idea  of  the  number  of 
ales;  don't  know  what  become  of  the  cotton  after  it  left  my  hands. 

Cross-examined : 

I  Isept  no  records  of  the  marks  that  were  on  the  cotton.    The  boats  would  give  us 
list  of  the  bales  on  board,  of  parts  of  bales  and  loose  cotton,  but  did  not  give  us  a 
st  of  the  marks,    The  Opelousas  Railroad  extended  then  to  Berwick's  Bay. 
Q.  (In  general.)  Can  you  state  anything  else  which  may  benefit  either  party  f — A. 
cannot. 

JNO.  WILSON. 

Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me  this  23d  April,  1870. 
[I.  8.]  D.  URBAN,  , 

U.  S,  Commissioner,  <f-c. 

Deposition  of  George  Smith, 

By  the  Commissioner  : 

Q.  Please  state  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation,  whether  you  are  related 

to  claimants  in  this  suit,  or  interested  in  the  i*esult  thereof  f — A.  My  name  is  G^rge 

Smith ;  about  forty  years  old ;  reside  in  New  Orleans ;  am  engaged  in  the  cotton-press 

busiDess;  I  am  not  related  to  the  claimants ;  don't  know  them ;  nor  am  I  interested  in 

the  result  of  this  suit.     I  was  bom  in  Ireland  ;  am  a  British  subject;  have  been  in 

this  country  about  twenty-three  years,  and  in  New  Orleans  all  that  time.     I  was  in 

the  employment  of  Capt.  Jacob  Maher,  assistant  quartermaster.     I  had  charge  of  the 

cotton  when  received  in  the  press.    I  also  used  to  weigh  the  grain  and  hay  on  the 

levee.    I  can't  state  the  exact  date  when  I  was  first  employed  by  Captain  Mahler, 

^ut  I  think  it  was  shortly  after  he  took  charge.     It  was  either  in  the  spring  or  sum- 

oier.    I  first  took  charge  of  the  cotton  stored  in  the  Reading  press,  and  what  cotton 

'cioained  in  this  press  was  hauled  to  the  Factor's  press,  and  I  then  took  charge  of  the 

cotton  in  the  Factor's  press,  and  the  cotton  was  removed  to. the  Shipper's  press. 

That  was  the  last  press.     We  shipped  a  great  deal  of  cotton  to  New  York  from  the 

'fading  press.    This  cotton  was  branded  U.  S.  in  the  press,  and  weighed  and  shipped 

^der  that  mark.    The  plaintiif 's  mark  was  never  taken.    The  average  of  cotton,  I 

^°Pl>08e,  was  altf)ut  the  same  average  as  now — say  about  450  to  460  pounds  per  bale. 

*■  &ave  no  idea  by  what  vessels  this  cotton  was  shipped.     Some  cotton  was  classed, 

ttiarked,  and  weighed  by  order  of  Captain  Mahler,  and  sold  here  by  Tyler,  the  auc- 

^oneer.    I  think  some  cotton  was  released  by  order  of  Captain  Mahler ;  was  given 

^?'     I  never  released  any  cotton  except  by  official ,  order ;  and  I  am  positive  that  all 

^"©  cotton  which  was  not  released  was  shipped  North  or  sold  by  Tyler.     Tyler  was 

JDiployed  as  auctioneer  by  the  United  States  to  sell  the  cotton.     He  was  not  an  offi- 

'^^1>     I  suppose  he  was  a  friend  of  Captain  Mahler's  and  therefore  got  the  selling  of 

^©  cotton. 

Cross-examined: 

Cotton,  when  received  on  the  levee,  was  hauled  to  the  press  by  the  United  States 
^^gons,  and  there  received  by  United  States  employes.  These  wagons  were  the 
^Rular  United  States  wagons,  all  branded  U.  S.  At  these  presses,  or  in  either  of  them, 
^^  had  not  the  facilities  for  repacking  or  rebaliog.  A  great  deal  of  this  cotton  was 
"^^^cived  in  bad  order.  Some  of  it  went  from  the  press  and  some  from  the  levee  di- 
[^ctly  to  the  pickery  for  rebaling;  and  a  great  deal  of  this  cotton  was  received  in 
'^^Ik,  which  had  been  previously  baled,  but  the  hoops  and  ties  were  bursted.  This 
^tton  went  to  D.  Mushet's  pickery,  and  a  small  portion  went  to  Abbott's  pickery, 
^he  proprietors  of  the  pickeries  had  charge  of  them.  Captain  Mahler,  I  suppose,  had 
charge  of  the  cotton  about  five  or  six  months;  I  believe  up  to  the  time  that  Flanders 
took  charge.  Received  from  the  pickery  all  the  cotton  that  was  sent  from  the  presses 
to  the  pickery  for  rebaling,  and  received  the  bales  from  the  pickery,  of  the  cotton 
^hich  WAS  received  at  the  levee  in  bulk,  and  sent  to  the  pickery  for  rebaling.  I  kept 
a  regular  account  of  all  cotton  received  at  the  presses. 

Q.  Were  there  losses  on  the  cotton  sent  to  the  pickery  from  the  press  f — A.  All  cot- 
ton going  to  a  pickery  will  lose  more  or  less.  We  kept  no  account  of  the  difference 
in  weight  of  the  cotton  sent  to  the  pickery  from  the  press  and^the  cotton  returned. 

Q.  (In  general.)  Can  you  state  anything  else  which  may  benefit  either  party  f  If 
10.  pleaae  state  the  same. — ^A.  I  cannot. 

GEORGE  SMITH. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  23d  April,  1870. 

[L.  B.]  D.  URBAN, 

United  States  Commissioner^  ^o. 
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It  is  ajE^eed  by  counsel  that  the  depositions  of  William  H.  Kingsley,  Lioais  Heich 
helm,  Samuel  H.  Brown,  George  Smith,  and  John  Wilson,  taken  on  behalf  of  clai 
ants  in  above  canse,  may  also  be  used  in  the  cases  of  Cornelius  Donato,  Simon  Qae^ 
Tonze,  Michael  Castille,  Desire  Gk)det,  Eugene  Pettin,  and  Joseph  Colomb  v.  T 
United  States,  pending  in  the  Court  of  Claims. 

AUG.  BARQ. 
WM.  FESSENDEN, 
Special  Attorney  Treasury  DepartmenM 
New  Orleans,  Apnl  23,  1870. 

Extract  from  the  retnm  of  War  Department  in  Ed.  H.  Martin  v.  The  United  Sta» 

No.  3235. 

Statement  of  diatanoee  between  New  Orleane  and  Opeloueas. 

New  Orleans,  La.,  February  26, 1864. 
Colonel:  I  send  you  the  following  distances,  requested  by  you : 


New.Orleans  to  Brasher  City  by  railroad eo 

New  Orleans  to  Brasher  City  by  common  road 120 

Brasher  City  to  Barrels  Landing  by  water 130 

Brasher  City  to  mouth  of  Courtablean 90 

Brasher  City  to  Semmes'  Port V€0 

Brasher  City  to  Opelousas  by  land 97 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

D.  C.  HOUSTON, 
Major  and  Chief  Engineer,  D,  0.  (r. 
Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  • 

Ch\tfQ.M.,D.  O,  G, 

Extract  from  letter  of  S,  W,  Cozsins  to  Coh  8.  B,  Holabird, 

New  Orleans,  March  8, 1864 « 

Colonel  :  In  reply  to  your  communication  of  the  1st  instant,  asking  for  any  inf«CF'' 
mation  I  may  have  relative  to  the  cotton  procured  by  military  operation  on  the  Ba^r^^^ 
Teche  and  its  vicinity,  early  in  the  summer  of  1863,  l  have  the  honor  to  state  that  ^* 
that  time  I  was  connected  with  the  Uuitod  States  Quartermaster's  Department  in  tl»^® 
city,  and  received  some  6,000  bales  of  the  cotton  in  question  in  New  Orleans — a  p<^r- 
tion  of  it  from  the  hands  of  the  agents  of  the  Opelousas  Railroad,  and  a  part  frcH^ 
United  States  transports  arriving  at  this  port. 
>•  •  »  «"•  «  • 

I  am  quite  sure  that  the  transportation  charge  was  the  same  as  that  now  char|^^^ 
private  indivMuals  for  freight  on  the  Opelousas  Railroad,  and  at  that  time  the  en€i*^ 
force  of  the  road  and  rolling  stock  (which  was  limited)  was  taken  up  by  this  cotton 
to  the  exclusion  of  all  other  freight,  large  quantities  of  which  were  awaiting  shipmei* 
over  the  road.    I  would  further  state  that  the  steamers  upon  which  this  cotton  w»* 
shipped  from  this  port  to  New  York  could  have  been  freighted  at  far  more  advant*" 
geous  rates  for  private  parties  than  was  charged  upon  the  transports  by  the  Quarter* 
master's  Department,  as  I  was  at  the  time  informed  and  believed. 
I  have  the  honor,  colonel,  to  be  vour  most  obedient  servant, 

8.  W.  COZZINS, 
Superintendent  Plantation* 
Col.  S.  B.  Holabird, 

C.  Q.  M.f  Dept,  of  Gulfy  New  Orleana. 

■    Statement  of  charges  on  cotton  shipped  from  New  Orleans  to  New  York  and  Boston. 

Office  Chief  Quartermaster,  Department  of  the  Gulf, 

Neto  Orltans,  La.,  August  b,  1864. 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Quartermaster-General.  Separate  bills  are  indoMd 
of  the  different  shipments  to  the  North.  It  is  important  that  these  amonnts  be  ooU 
lected  and  remitted  to  this  Department.  We  have  had  to  rebuild  the  Opelousas  Rail- 
road throughout,  so  far  as  the  bridges  are  concerned.  Many  steamers  were  hired, 
Freight  bijls  and  taxes  have  to  be  paid,  and  my  estimate  of  funds  do  not  cover  sach 

an  amount. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
Colonel,  Chi^  Quartermaster. 
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of  charges  on  530  bales  of  cotton  shipped  o^  the  17th  of  Jnne,  1863,  per  steam- 
lip  Matanzas,  to  Major  Stewart  Van  Vliet,  (martermaster  at  New  York,  by  Col. 
.  B.  Holabird,  chief  quartermaster,  Department  of  the  Gnlf,  at  New  Orleans. 

Poanda. 

V.  S.  No.  1-200.       200  bales  middling  cotton 87,510 

V.  S.  No.  200-300.    100  bales  good  ordinary  cotton 43,958 

V.  8  No.  301-530.    230  bales  ordinary  cotton 98,363 

Total 530  bales,  weighing 229,831 

CHARGES. 

iftrges  and  freight  from  Barre's  Landing  to  Brashear  City,  $15 $7, 950  00 

ar^es  and  freight  per  Opelonsas  Railroad,  |13 6, 890  00 

baling,  picking,  classing,  compressing,  bagging,  rope,  twine,  weighing, 

Lrayage,  labor,  &c,,  per  bale,  |10 5, 300  00 

neral  hospital  tax,  per  bale,  |5 2, 650  00 

;eroal  revenue  tax  on  229,831  pounds,  i  cent 1,149  16 

teroal  revenue  fees  for  marking,  per  bale,  5  cents 26  50 

Bight  to  New  York 4,596  62 

38,562  28 

^  hereby  certify  that  the  above  charges  are  correct,  and  have  to  request  that  the 
onnt  of  (28,5^.28  be  placed  to  my  credit. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
Colonel  and  Chief  QuartermMteTf  Department  of  the  Oulf. 

\  of  charges  on  480  bales  cotton  shipped  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1863,  per  steam- 
bip  Patapsco,  to  Major  Stewart  Van  Vliet,  quartermaster  at  New  York,  by  Col.  S.  B. 
rolabird,  chief  quartermaster  Department  of  Gulf,  New  Orleans: 

Poandi4 

3- No.    1-300.  300  bales  new  middling  cotton 124,918 

5.  No.  301-480.  180  bales  good  ordinary  cotton 77,036 

Total 480  bales,  weighing 201,954 

CHARGES. 

i  Kht  and  charges  from  Barre's  Landing  to  Brashear,  $15 |7, 200  00 

ight  and  charges  per  Opelonsas  Railroad,  $13 6, 240  00 

>€n8e8 — picking,  rebaling,  T.  bagging,  twine,  rope,  cleaning,  weighing, 

r^mpressing,  drayage,  labor,  &c.,  |10 4, 800  00 

*«ral  hospital  fees,  $5 2,400  00 

Qmal  revenue  tax  on  201,954  lbs.,  at  \  cent  per  lb 1, 009  77 

Qrnal  revenue  fees  for  marking,  at  5  cents  per  bale 24  00 

iight  to  New  York,  at  2c.  per  lb 10  40 

$25, 712  85 
lame  remarks  as  on  No.  1. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD. 
,  Colonel  and  Chief  Quarter maeier, 

ft 

1  of  charges  on  200  bales  cotton  shipped  this  13th  of  Jnne,  1863,  per  steamship  City 
>f  Bath,  to  Captain  W.  W.  McKim,  A.  Q.  M.,  at  Boston,  by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabiid, 
)hief  quartermaster,  Department  of  Gulf,  New  Orleans,  La. 

Pounds. 

S.  No.  1-100.  100  bales  low  middling  cotton 41,412 

U.  8.  No.  101-200.  100  bales  good  middling  cotton 40,272 

Total 200  bales 81,684 
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CHARGES. 

Freight  and  charges  to  Brashear  City,  per  bale,  |15 |3,O!0O00 

Freight  and  charges  per  Opelousas  Railroad,  $13 2,60000 

Picking,  rebaling,  rope,  bagging,  twine,  compressing,  cleaning,  weighing, 

drayage,  and  labor,  $10 2,000  00 

Generalhospital  tax,  $5 1,000  00 

Internal  revenue  tax  on  81,684  ponndSi  at  ^  cent 406  42 

Internal  revenue  fees  for  marking,  at  5  cents  per  bale 10  00 

Freight  to  Boston,  81,684  ponnds,  at  2  cents 1,633  66 

$10,652  10 
Same  remarks  as  on  No.  1. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
Colonel  and  Chi^  QuartenMtter^ 

Bill  of  charges  on  300  bales  of  cotton  shipped  this  6th  day  of  June,  1863,  per  steam- 
ship Fulton,  to  Major  Stewart  Van  Vliet,  quartermaster  U.  S.  A.,  New  York,  by 
Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  chief  quartermaster  Department  Gulf,  NewOrleans,  La. 

y.  S.  No.  1-300.    300  bales  low  middling  cotton,  132,813  pounds. 

CHARGES. 

Freight  and  charges  to  Brashear  City,  per  bale,  $15 $4,50000 

Freight  and  charges  per  Opelousas  Railroad,  per  bale,  $13 ^......  3,90000 

Expenses  for'picking,  baliig,  rope,  bagging,  twine,  compressing,  cleaning, 

weighing,  drayage,  and  labor,  per  bale,  $10 :..  $3,000  00 

General  hospital  tax,  per  bale,  $5 1,500  00 

Internal  revenue  tax,  131,813  pounds,  at  ^^  cent 664  07 

Internal  revenue  fees  for  marking,  per  bale,  5  cents 15  OO 

Freight  to  New  York,  132,813  pounds,  at  2  cents 2,656  » 

16,235  33 
Same  remarks  as  on  No.  1. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
Colonel  and  Chief  Qiuartermfiikr. 

Bill  of  charges  on  522  bales  cotton  shipped  this  23d  day  of  May,  1863,  per  Bteamw 
United  States,  to  Capt.  W.  W.  McKim,  ass't  Q.  M.,  U.  S.  A.,  at  Boston,  by  Col.  S.  B. 
Holabird,  chief  quartermaster  Department  Gulf,  New  Orleans,  La. 

U.  S.  No.  1-522  bales  cotton  weighing  230,257  pounds. 

CHARQE8. 

Freight  and  charges  from  Barre's  Landing  to  Brashear  City,  per  bale,  $15..  $7,830  OO 

Freight  and  charges,  per  Opelousas  Railroad,  per  bale,  $13 6,78600 

Expenses  picking,  rebaling,  India  bagging,  rope,  twine,  classing,  weighing, 

compressing,  drayage,  and  labor,  at  $10  per  bale 5,22000 

General  hospital  tax,  $5  per  bale 2,610  00 

Internal  revenue  tax,  230, 257  pounds,  at  |  cent 1, 151  29 

Internal  revenue  fees  for  marking,  5  oent§  per  bale 26  10 

Freight  from  Boston,  2  cents 4,605  14 

28,22853 

I  certify  that  the  above  bill  is  a  correct  one  of  costs  in  collecting  cotton  in  the  ene- 
my's country,  as  near  as  can  be  arrived  at. 
Many  charges  for  labor  of  troops,  negroes,  d^.,  have  to  be  omitted. 
The  former  bill  was  incorrect,  and  had  no  charges  for  the  most  ezpensire  and  diiB- 
cult  transportation,  viz,  down  the  Courtableau  and  Atohafalaya. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
«  Colonel  and  Chirf  QuartermatUr, 

Bill  of  charges  on  650  bales  cotton  shipped  this  5th  day  of  June,  1863,  to  Capl.  W.  W. 
McKim,  A.  Q.  M.  Department  of  the  Gulf,  Boston,  on  board  steamship  McClellan, 
by  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  chief  quartermaster  Department  of  the  Gulf^  New  Orleans, 
La. 

Ponndft. 

U.  S.  No.  1-300.        300  bales  low  middling  cotton 133,456 

U.  S.  No.  301-450.    350  bales  good  ordinary 154,111 

Total 650  bales  weighing 287,567 
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CHARGES. 

1  charges  to  Brashear  City,  per  bale,  $15 $9,750  00 

1  charges,  per  Opelousas  Railroad,  per  bale,  $13 d,  450  00 

kicking;  rebaling,  rope,  bagging,  twine,  compresaiDg,  classing, 

;,  drayage,  and  labor,  per  bale,  $10 6, 500  00 

spital  tax,  per  bale,  $5 3,250  00 

venue  tax  on  287, 567  lbs.,  per  pound  -J  cent 1, 437  83 

venue  fees  for  marking,  per  bale,  5  cents ' 32  50 

Boston,  per  pound,  !^ cents 5,751  34 

$35, 171  57 
lark  as  on  No.  1. 

S.  B.  HOLABIRD, 
Colonel^and  Chief  Quartermaster. 

112  bales  cotton  shipped  by  U.  S.  Q.  M.  Department  of  the  Gulf,  per  steamer 
^eabody,  and  consigned  to  Major  Stewart  Van  Yliet,  quartermaster,  U. 
w  York,  marked  U.  S. 

•        •        •        •        • 
Ight,  180,763  pounds. 

CHARGES. 

• 

412  bales  cotton,  per  Opelonsas  Railroad,  at  $13. 50  per  bale $5, 356  00 

.X  on  412  bales  cotton,  at  $5  per  bale 2,060  00 

repacking,  patching,  at  $5  per  bale 2, 060  00 

»x,  at  50  cents  per  1,000  pounds 90  38 

$9,566  38 
revenue  tax  not  paid. 
B. 
JEANS,  May  9, 1863. 

)ed  States  Quartermaster's  Department  of  the  Gulf  the  following  charges 
oice  of  412  bales  of  cotton,  per  Opelonsas  Railroad : 

412  bales  of  cotton,  $13 $5,356  00 

kx  on  412  bales  cotton,  $5 2,060  00 

repacking,  patching,  &c.,  $5 2,060  00 

ftx,  at  50  cents  per  1,000  pounds 90  38 

$9,566  38 
[.BANS,  May  9, 1863. 

that  the  foregoing  invoice  ot  cotton  this  day  transferred  to  Major  S.  Van 
termaster  U.  S.  A.,  is  correct,  and  that  the  amount  of  $9,566.38  is  due  Col. 
third,  chief  quartermaster  Department  of  the  Gulf,  as  set  forth  in  the  in- 
haveto  request,  on  the  sale  of  the  cotton,  that  that  amount  be  transmitted 

ALEX.  N.  SHIPLEY, 

Captain  A,  Q.  if.,  U.  S.  A, 

400  bales  cotton  shipped  by  U.  S.  Quartermaster's  Department  of  the  Gulf, 
aer  Matanzas,  and  consigned  to  Major  Stewart  Van  Vliet,  U.  S.  quarter- 
^ew  Tork. 

•  ••••• 

light  of  400  bales  cotton,  174,244  pounds. 

CHARGES. 

r  Opelousas  Railroad,  at  $13  per  bale $5,200  00 

IX,  at  $5  per  bale 2,000  00 

repacking,  &.C.,  at  $5  per  bale 2,000  00 

ax  on  174,244  lbs.,  50  cents  per  1, 000  lbs 87  12 


$9,2tf7  12 


E. 

LEANS,  May  12,  1863. 
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I  certify  that  the  foregoing  invoice  i«  correct,  and  have  to  request,  when  the  cotton 
is  sold,  that  the  huiu  of  $9,2d7.1,2  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  chief 

S[uarterma8ter,  Department  of  the  Gulf,  which  amonnt  is  due  this  department,  as  set 
brth  under  the  head  of  charges. 

ALEX.  N.  SHIPLEY, 

Capt,  and  A,  Q.  M.,  U.  S,  A. 

In  the  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  December  term,  A.  D.  1870. 

No.  3052.  Lapene  &  Ferr^  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  3391.  Michael  Castille  v.  The  United  States. 
Nor  3348.  Desire  Godet  t?.  The  United  States. 
No.  3390.  Jean  Laporte  r.  The  United  States. 
No.  3392.  Simon  Queyrouze  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  3346.  J.  D.  Swaim  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  3:i47.  Cornelius  Donato  v.  The  United  States. 
No.  3098.  Robert  P.  Rayne  v.  The  United  States. 

It  is  hereby  stipulated  and  agreed  that  E.  C.  Clark,  of  Northampton,  Hampshire 
County,  Massachusetts,  i^  witness  on  the  part  of  the  claimant  in  the  above-entitled 
cause,  may  be  examined,  and  his  deposition  taken  upon  interrogatories  and  cross-in- 
terrogatories hereto  annexed,  and  that  the  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Claims  may  iasae  a 
commission  for  that  purpose  directed  to  Hon.  Samuel  F.  tLyman,  judge  of  probate  and 
insolvency  for  the  county  of  Hampshire,  and  State  of  Massachusetts,  or  to  any  other 
Judge  of  a  co^Ti  of  record  for  said  county. 

WEED  &  CLARKE. 

Solicitors  for  Clainn^t 
THOMAS  H.  TALBOT, 
Assistant  Attorney-General 

Deposition  of  E.  C.  Clark,  of  Northampton,  Mass.,  as  witness  in  the  causes,  the  nam- 
bers  and  titles  of  which  are  hereto  annexed,  taken  at  said  Northampton,  at  the  of- 
fice of,  and  by  and  befbre  me,  Samuel  F.  Lavman,  esq.,  on  the  17th,  18th,  and  19th 
days  of  October,  A.  D.  1870,  in  pursuance  of  the  commission,  also  hereto  annexed, 
to  me  directed. 

Said  E.  C.  Clark,  the  witness  before  named,  being  first  sworn  by  me  according  to 
law  to  tell  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth,  relative  to  the  he- 
fore-named  causes ;  and  I  hereby  certify  that  neither  the  solicitor  of  the  Unit«d 
States,  nor  either  of  the  claimants,  his  agent,  attorney,  or  any  other  person  was 
present  at  the  examination  of  said  witness. 

SAMUEL  F.  LYMAN, 
Judge  of  said  Courts  and  CommissioMr, 

\ 

Direct  examination. 

Interrogatories  to  be  propounded  to  E.  C.  Clark,  a  witness  to  be  examined  on  the  part 

of  the  claimant  in  the  above-entitled  cause: 

• 

Int.  1.  Please  state  your  name,  your  age,  your  occupation,  and  place  of  residence 
the  past  year.  Have  your  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  above-entitled  suit; 
and  are  yon  in  any  degree  related  to  the  claimant  named  in  said  causes,  or  either  of 
them.  If  so,  state  how  you  are  related  to  them,  or  either  of  them  T — A.  My  name  is  £. 
C.  Clark ;  age,  43  years.  I  am  a  livery-stable  keeper,  and  reside  at  Northampton  afore- 
said, and  have  for  the  past  year  or  more.  I  have  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the 
foregoing  entitled  suit.  I  am  not  in  any  degree  related  to  the  claimant  in  said  suit,  or 
either  of  them. 

Int.  2.  State  whether  or  not  you  were  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States 
during  the  months  of  April  and  May,  1863 ;  and  if  so,  in  what  capacity  were  yon  in 
such  service;  where  were  you  stationed,  and  to  what  duty  were  you  assigned  unriog 
said  months  of  April  and  May,  1863  f — A.  I  was  in  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States  during  the  months  of  April  and  May,  1863,  in  the  capacity  of  quartermaster  of 
the  Fifty-second  Regiment  Massachusetts  Volunteers,  ^nd  part  of  said  time  poet 
quartermaster  at  Barrels  Landing,  La.  ;  I  was  stationed  with  the  regiment  until  on 
or  about  the  fifth  day  of  May,  18H3.  After  that  date  I  was  stationed  at  Barrels  Land- 
ing, as  post  quartermaster.     I  left  Barrels  Landing  on  or  about  May  20,  1863. 

Int.  3.  State  if  at  any  time  during  the  said  months  of  April  and  May,  1863,  there 
came  into'^rour  posatssion^  or  was  received  by  you,  for  and  on  account  of  the  United 
States,  any  cotton ;  and  \i  bo,  Bt&\A  iiom^Xiom  wiab.  cotton  was  received  by  you; 
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mnch  yon  received,  and  what  disposition  yon  made  of  any  cotton  received  by 
daring  said  months  of  April  and  May,  A.  D.  1863  T — A.  During  said  time,  between 
ith  and  *^Oth  days  of  May,  cotton  came  into  my  possession  for  and  on  account  of 
Jnited  States.  I  did  not  receive  such  cotton  irom  any  person  or  persons,  bnt 
d  the  same  piled  up  on  the  bank  of  the  bayou,  brought  there  by  the  contrabands, 

their  own  teams ;  I  have  no  account  of  how  much  came  into  my  possession  or 
received  in  this  way,  and  do  not  now  recollect ;  I  shipped  about  4,000  bales  of 
'D  from  said  bank  or  landing. 

b.  4.  State  whether  you  kept  any  record  or  memorandum  of  the  cotton  received 
iisposed  of  by  you,  for.  and  on  behalf  of  the  United  States,  during  said  months 
pril  and  May,  A.  D.  1863.  If  so,  attach  the  same  to  your  answer  to  this  iuterrog- 
r;  and  if  yon  are  unable  to  attach  the  origiual  of  such  record  or  memorandum. 
It)  attach  a  sworn  copy  thereof  to  your  answer  hereto. — A.  I  did  not  keep  any 
orandum  of  cotton  so  found  by  roe  as  before  stated,  but  I  have  receipts  for  all 
m  shipped  and  forwarded  by  me,  and  I  herewith  attach  copies  of  those  receipts, 
ted  "A." 

t;.  5.  If,  in  answer  to  the  third  interrogatory,  you  have  stated  that  you  shipped 
cotton  received  by  you  for  and  on  account  of  the  United  States,  please  state  to 
m  such  cotton  was  shipped,  and  also  how  it  was  shipped;  and  if  it  was  sent  for- 
l  from  Barrels  Landing,  La.,  by  you,  on  steamboats,  please  state  the  name  of  the 
8  upon  .which  it  was  snipped,  and  also  state  where  such  boats  were  ordered  to 
sport  any  cotton  shipped  b^  you. — A.  Such  cotton  was  shipped  and  consigned  to 
t.  Col.  J.  G.  Chandler,  assistant  quartermaster,  Brashear  City,  La.,  and  shipped 
Dited  States  steamers;  said  cotton  was  shipped  on  steamers  G.  H.  Sheldon,  Kep- 
Comie,  Quinebaug,  Louisiana  Belle,  and  J.  M.  Brown,  and  all  were  ordered  to 
rt  to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  G.  Chandler,  assistant  quartermaster,  at  Brashear  City,  La. 
t.  6.  If  yon  have  stated  that  you  received  and  shipped  cotton  for  and  on  account 
le  United  States*  from  Barrels  Landing,  La.,  in  the  months  of  April  and  May,« 
,  will  you  state  whether  any  of  the  cotton  shipped  by  you  was  received  from  Capt. 
<.  Noyes,  or  Frederick  G.  Pope,  of  the  Forty-first  Massachusetts  Regiment  of 
Dted  Infantry  T — A.  I  did  not  receive  said  cotton  from  any  person  or  persons  whom- 
er,  but  found  the  same  on  the  bank  as  before  stated. 

t.  7.  State  if  any  of  the  cotton  received  and  shipped  by  you  was  received  from 
onsss,  or  throngh  troops  stationed  at  that  place,  subsequent  to  the  evacuation 
bat  place  by  the  United  St>ates  troops  and  their  removal  to  Bari-e's  Landing. — A. 
loot  tell  from  my  own  knowledge  where  any  of  said  cotton  came  fiom. 
t.  b.  How  much  cotton  in  all  was  shipped  from  Barrels  Landing  during  the  time 
place  was  occupied  by  the  Union  troops  in  April  and  May,  1863,  and  to  whom  and 
re  was  it  shipped  T — A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  shipments  of  cotton  from 
e's  Landing,  except  what  I  myself  shipi  ed,  an  account  of  which  is  contained  in 
r  marked  *°A." 

t.  9.  In  shipping  cotton  from  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans,  would  it  usually 
Qloaded  at  Brashear  City  f    And  if  so,  by  what  route  would  it  reach  New  Orleans 

Brashear  City?    What  was  the  usual  and  most  direct  route  of  shipping  cotton 

Barro's  Landing  to  New  Orleans  during  the  months  of  April  and  May,  1863  f — 
Q  shipping  cotton  from  Barrels  Landing  to  New  Orleans  it  would  usually  be  un- 
id  at  Brashear  City,  and  from  there  by  rail  to  New  Orleans.  The  nsual  route  for 
ping  cotton  from  Barrels  Landing  to  New  Orleans  would  be  by  steamer  to  Brashear 
,  from  there  by  rail  to  New  Orleans,  and  this  was  the  route  used  during  the  month 
ay,  1863. 

b.  10.  If  in  answer  to  the  fifth  Interrogatory  you  have  stated  that  the  boats  upon 
>h  you  shipped  cotton  from  Barrels  Landing  were  directed  to  report  to  Col.  J.  G. 
idler,  A.  Q.  M.,  at  Brashear  City,  state  for  what  purpose  they  were  so  ordered  to 
rt. — A.  I  do  not  know  for  what  purpose  said  cotton  was  shipped  for  and  ordered 
sport  to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  G.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M. ;  my  orders  were  to  consign  said 
•n  to  said  Chandler. 

t.  11.  State  if  any  other  officer  or  officers  were  assi^ed  to  any  duties  in  connec- 
with  the  shipment  of  cotton  from  Barrels  Landing  in  April  and  May,  1{^63  ;if  so, 

the  name  or  names  of  such  officer  or  officers. — A.  Nootner  officer  or  officers  were 
ned  to  any  duties  in  connection  with  the  shipment  of  cotton  from  Barrels  Land- 
lere  on  or  about  May  5  to  May  20, 1863;  of  shipments  before  or  subsequent  to  said 
)  I  have  no  knowledge. 

t.  12.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  or  thing  of  advantage  to  either  the 
aant  or  defendant  in  this  cause T  If  so,  state  the  same  fully.— A.  I  hav^  no 
rledge  of  any  other  matter  or  thing  of  advantage  to  either  the  claimant  or  de- 
ftnts  in  this  cause. 

be  defendant  takes  general  objection  to  the  interrogatories-in-chief,  because  they 
for  secondary  CMidence,  and  no  proof  is  furnished  that  the  record  evidence  has 

lost  or  destroyed.  This  objection  applies  to  the  3d,  4th,  5th,  6th,  7th,  8th,  9tb, 
,  and  llth  interrogatories.) 

H.  Ex.  235 36 
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OroM-interrogmUfries. 

CroM-iut.  1.  State  particularly  where  any  record  or  memorandam  of  the  cotton  r^. 
oeived  and  disposed  of  by  you  during  April  and  May,  lti63,  was  made;  and  if  it  waa 
lost,  where,  when,  and  how  T    If  you  attached  a  copy  of  the  same  from  memory,  are 
von  quite  certain  that  it  is  a  tmo  and  exact  copy ;  and  if  so,  what  are  your  means  of 
knowledge  T    How  long  has  the  original  heen  in  your  possession  T — A.  I  have  no  record 
of  the  cotton  received  aud  disposed  of  by  me  during  the  months  of  May  and  April, 
1863,  except  the  copies  I  herewith  file  in  answer  to  direct  interrogatory  No.  4 ;  tbe 
originals  of  which  were  made  at  their  several  dates. 

Cross-int.  2.  If,  in  answer  to  the  5th  interrogatory,  you  state  you  have  shipped  etptr- 
ton  while  on  duty  at  Barre's  Landing,  state  wnat  means  of  information  you  have  »^ 
to  the  consignees  of  said  cotton  and  the  mode  of  shipment.    Can  you  swear  wi^li 
certainty  to  the  names  of  the  steamboats  on  which  it  was  shipped  T    Was  there  ev^^ 
any  record  of  such  consignees  and  steamboats;  if  so,  where  is  It  now;  and  if  loi»t^9 
when,  where,  and  how  T — ^A.  The  only  information  I  have  as  to  the  consignees  of  sam^ 
cotton  and  the  mode  of  shipment,  is  contained  in  the  said  receipts  before  referred  t^>> 
and  my  orders  from  superior  officers.    The  name  of  the  several  steamboats  upon  whic?^ 
said  cotton  was  shipped  are  contained  in  the  receipts  herewith  filed  and  before 
ferred  to.    I  have  no  record  except  copies  of  which  are  herewith  annexed. 

Cross,  int.  3.  How  do  you  know  that  any  such  cotton  was  received  from  Capt. 
S.  Noyes  or  Frederick  G.  Pope,  of  the  Forty-first  Massachusetts  Regiment  Moant^i^ 
Infantry?  Was  there  any  record  of  such  cotton,  or  any  receipts,  or  vouchers  giv^v 
or  received ;  if  so,  where  are  they  now ;  aud  if  they  were  lost,  when,  where,  ais^ 
how  T — A.  I  do  not  know  who  such  cotton  was  received  from,  neither  did  I  give  E-^e- 
oeipts  or  vouchers  for  any  of  said  cotton. 

Cross-int.  4.  If,  in  answer  to  the    seventh  interrogatory,  j<^u  state  that  cotton 
was  received  from  Opelonsas,  state  how  ^ou  know  that  fact,  and  state  the  mode   of 
transportation  subsequent  to  the  evacuation  of  Opelonsas.    And  state,  to  the  bent  of 
your  knowledge,  how  many  bales  of  cotton  were  received  at  Barrels  Landing  at  thA^ 
time.    State  also,  whether  any  vouchers  or  receipts  were  given.    And  if  so,  what 
has  become  of  them;  and  if  they  were  lost,  when,  where,  and  how  f — A.  I  can  ma&» 
no  further  statement  as  to  matters  asked  of  me  in  this  interrogatory  than  that 
already  made.    I  shipped  about  4,000  bales  of  cptton  during  the  time  I  was  there^ 
and  no  vouchers  or  receipts  were  given  except  those  filed  herewith. 

Cross-int.  5.  State  as  supplementary  to  your  answer  to  the  eighth  interroratorj, 
what  are  yonr  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  quantity  of  cotton  snipped  from  Barre's 
Landing  during  April  and  May,  IHHJi,  and  to  whom  and  where  it  was  shipped.  Wm 
there  any  record  voucher,  bill  of  lading  or  receipt  of  such  cotton ;  if  so,  where  is  it 
DOW  ;  and  if  lost,  when,  where,  and  how  7— A.  The  only  means  of  knowledge  I  bare 
of  the  cotton  shipped  from  Barrels  Lauding,  is  contained  in  the  receipts,  copies  of 
which  are  herewith  filed  and  annexed.    I  have  no  other  vonchers  or  receipts. 

Cross-int.  6.  State,  as  supplementary  to  your  answer  to  the  9th  interrogatory, 
whether  there  was  more  than  one  rout«  from  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans.  And 
if  so,  whatf  Would  cotton  necessarily  be  nnloaded  at  Brashear  City  T— A.  I  know 
of  no  other  route  from  Barre's  Landing  to  New  Orleans  than  the  onealready  giTen. 
In  my  opinion  cotton  would  necessarily  be  unloaded  at  Brashear  Citv.- 

Cross-int.  7.  State,  as  supplementary  to  yonr  answer  to  the  10th  interrogatorf, 
what  are  yonr  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  directions  to  have  cotton  sbippM  from 
Barre's  Landing,  turned  over  to  Col.  J.  G.  Chandler,  A«Q.  M.,  at  Brashear  City- 
state  your  means  of  knowledge  as  to  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  so  ordered  to 
report. — A.  My  means  of  knowledge  as  tne  directions  to  have  cotton  shipped  from 
Barre's  Landing,  aud  turned  over  to  Col.  J.  6.  Chandler,  A  Q.  M.,  at  Brashear  City, 
are  by  reference  to  the  receipts,  copies  of  which  are  hereto  annexed,  and  to  my  orden 
from  superior  officers.  I  do  not  know  the  purposes  for  which  said  cotton  was  so  o^ 
dered. 

Cross-int.  8.  Who  has  charge  of  the  vonchers,  bills  of  lading,  receipts,  and  records 
connected  with  the  shipment  Qf  the  cotton  shipped  from  Barre's  Landing  f  8Ute 
particularly,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge,  what  became  of  such  documents.  State 
also,  if  there  was  not  such  documents,  why  that  formality  was  omitted.  State  also, 
to  the  best  of  your  knowledge,  what  proportion  of  the  cotton  shipped  by  von  was 
shipped  without  such  formalities ;  and  state,  to  the  best  of  yonr  knowledge,  tbe 
quantity  of  cotton  so  shipped  by  yon. — ^A.  So  far  as  I  know  I  had  charge  of  all 
vouchers,  bills  of  lading,  and  receipts,  and  records  made  and  given  connected  with 
the  shipment  of  cotton  fh>m  Barre's  Landing  during  the  time  I  was  there,  as  before 
mentioned,  and  the  only  documents  of  the  kind  mentioned  are  now  in  mv  possetsioo, 
copies  of  which  are  hereto  annexed  and  marked  "A."  I  cannot  now  Uall  why  other 
formalities  were  omitted,  unless  it  be  that  those  mentioned  were  considered  soffloieou 
The  oopiea  of  receipts  filed  account  for  all  the  cotton  shipped  by  me — aboat  4,000 

bales. 

E,  C.  CLABK. 
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C^OMicoinnfiAi^TH  of  Massachusbtts, 

Samp8hir$  County f  $$: 

October  17, 18. 19,  A.*D.  1870. 
Sworn  to  and  sabscribed  before  me,  Samuel  F.  Lymao,  judge  or  probate  aod  in- 
lyencyy  within  and  for  said  ooanty  of  Hampshire,  the  same  being  a  court  of  record; 
And  I  cerUfy  the  laid  £.  C.  Clark  is  personally  known  to  me  to  be  the  person  he  rep- 
:TeBente  himself  to  be,  and  I  further  certify  that  the  foregolDg  testimony  was  written 
and  read  to  him,  the  said  £.  C.  Clark,  and  signed  in  my  pretence,  and  corrected  ahd 
assented  to  before  signing. 

In  testimony  whereof  I  haye  set  my  hand  and  official  seal  at  Northamption,  in  said 
eonnty,  on  the  day  and  date  last  aboye  written. 

SAMUEL  T.  LYMAN, 

Judge  of  »aid  CourU. 
Exhibit  A. 

(1.)  Seceiyed  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-second  Biassaohusetts  Reg- 
iment, on  board  steamboat  6.  H.  Sheldon,  172  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lient.  C<m. 
J.  O.  ChantUer,  A.  Q.  M.,  Bzasheai  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barrels  Landing,  La., 
Hay  6,  1683. 

MARYILE  J.  LANE. 


(2.)  Seceiyed  of  Lient.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifby-aecond  Rejifiment 

chusetta  Volunteers,  on  board  steamer  Cfomie^  200  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut. 
Col.  J.  Q.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Braahear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barre's  Landing,  La., 
May  7,  1863. 

J.  M.  CONNER. 

(Not  accountable  for  condition.) 

(3.)  Beoeiyed  from  Lieut.  E. C.Clark,  qnartesmaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts 
Hegiment,  on  board  steamer  Kepper,  300  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J. 
Q.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barrel  Landing,  La.,  May 
7,  1863. 

H.  CARBIQAN,  Clerk. 

(4.)  Beoeiyed  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts^ 
•hipped  from  Barrels  Landing,  May  7,  1863,  and  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  6.  Chand- 
ler, A.  Q.  M.,  at  Brashear  City,  287  bales  of  cotton. 

WM.  H.  BECKLEY, 
Captain  Transport  Quinehaug. 

Barrs's  Landing,  May  11. 

(5.)  Reoeiyed  of  Lieut.  E.C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts  Regi- 
ment, on^KMird  steamer  Quiuebaug,  276  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J. 
Q.  CbandleTi  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barrels  Landing,  La.,  May 
12,1863. 

W.  H.  BECKLEY. 

Barrels  Landing,  May  11, 1863. 

(6.)  Beoeiyed  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-second  Regiment  Massa- 
ehusetts  Volunteers,  70  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  J.  6.  Chandler,  lieutenant- 
eolonel  aod  chief  quartermaster,  Brashear  City. 

J.  TRAHANT, 
Clerk  United  8iate$  Transport  La,  Belle, 

(7.)  Reoeiyed  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  qaartonnaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts  Reg- 
iment, on  board  steamer  Louisiana  BeOe,  144  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lient.  Col. 
J.  Q.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barre's  Landing,  La.,  May 
12, 1863. 

GEORGE  ALEXANDER, 

Captain, 
Per  J.  TRAHANT, 
Steamer  Louisiana  Belle.  Clerk  UnUed  Staiee  Transport  La.  Belle, 

(8.)  Recetyed  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-Second  Masisachusetts  Reg- 
iment, on  board  steamer  J.  M.  Brown,  936  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J. 
G.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barrels  Landings  La.,  May 
13, 1863.220  boxes  ammunition  for  transportation  to  Brashear  City,  La. 

MOSES  MEISBOR, 
Cs^tain  Steamer  J,  M,  Brown, 
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Barre's  Landing,  May  18, 1863. 

(9.)  Received  uf  Lieut.  £.  C.  Clark,  quartermMtor  Fifty-second  MaasachuBetts  Reg- 
iment, on  board  steaujer  Quinebaug,  160  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J. 
0.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Braisbaer  City,  La.  Shipped  fh>m  Bane's  Landini;,  La.,  May 
15, 1863. 

W.  H.  BECKLEY, 
United  States  Steamer  Quinebaug. 

Barrs's  Landing,  May  19, 1863. 

( 10.)  Received  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts  Rc|g- 
iment,  on  board  steamer  Comie,  344  bales  of  cotton,  consigned  to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  6. 
Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.  Shipped  from  Barrels  Landing,  La.,  May  19, 
1863,  more  or  less. 

M.  N.  CONNER, 
Clerk  United  Stated  Steamer  Cwnie, 

Barrk'b  Landing,  May  18,  1863. 

(11.)  Received  of  Lieut.  £.  C.  Clark,  quaitermaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts 
Regiment,  on  board  United  States  steamer  J.  M.  Brown  1,028  bales  of  cotton,  con- 
signed to  Lieut.  CoL  J.  O.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City.  Shipped  fkt>m  Barro's 
Landing,  La.,  May  18,  1863. 

MOSES  WINSLOW, 
United  States  Steamer  J.  M.  Brown. 

Barrels  Landing,  May  18, 1863. 

(12.)  Received  of  Lieut.  E.  C.  Clark,  quartermaster  Fifty-second  Massachusetts^ 
Reciment,  on  board  United  States  steamer  Quinebaug  lOO  bales  of  cotton,  consignei^ 
to  Lieut.  Col.  J.  G.  Chandler,  A.  Q.  M.,  Brashear  City,  La.    Shipped  finom  Bme^ 
Landing,  La.,  May  18,  1H63. 

W.  H.  BECKLEY, 
Captain  Steamer  Quinebaug, 


I,  E.  C.  Clark,  before  named,  late  lieutenant  Fifty-second  Regiment  Massachnse^  _^^ 
Volunteers,  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  receipts  numbered  1, 2, 3,  4,  5,  6, 7,  8^  g 
10,  11,  and  12,  and  together  marked  Exhibit  "A,''  and  contained  upon  five  sheets  ^ 
paper,  are  true  copies  of  the  original  receipts  now  in  my  possession. 

E.  C.  CLAR^ 
Commonwealth  of  Mabbachusetts, 

County  of  Bampshiref  89 : 

On  this  19th  day  of  October,  A.  D.  1870,  before  me.  Samuel  F.  Lyman,  judge  of  pitv 
bate  and  insolvency  within  and  for  the  county  of  Hampshire,  the  same  beinff  coum 
of  record,  personally  appeared  the  before-named  £.  C.  Clark,  a  person  who  I  certify 
to  bo  the  psrty  he  represents  himself  to  be,  and  made  oath  to  the  truth  of  the  state, 
ment  by  him  subscribed.. 

In  testimony  wBereof  I  have  hereto  set  my  hand  and  my  official  seal  on  the  day  and 
date  last  above  written,  at  Northampton,  in  said  county. 

[SEAL.]  SAM'L  F.  LYMAN, 

Judge  of  eaid  Ceerit, 


.TULES  Perrodin 

V. 

The  United  States 


RRODIN      ) 

V.  >  No.  90. 

>  States.  ) 


DEPOSITIONS. 
Filed  April  23,  1883. 


stipulation  and  certificate. 


Testimony  taken  in  behalf  of  the  U.  S.  Government,  at  Opelousas,  La.,  April  3d,  1883, 
W.  O.  Denegre,  esq.,  apneariiig  on  behalf  of  the  Government^  F.  F.  Penodio,  esq., 
appearing  on  behalf  of  claimant. 

Jean  Pierre  Reuben,  a  witness  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  being  duly  swoni, 
an«l  being  examined  by  W.  O.  Denegre,  esq.,  for  the  Government,  says :  My  Dtmo  is 
Jenn  Pierre  Reuben ;  I  live  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  am  about  forty-eight 
.vciirs  of  age ;  I  am  a  farmer  by  occupation ;  I  am  not  related  to  claimant,  and  am  not 
any  way  interested  in  the  result  of  this  claim. 
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Qnestion.  To  whom  did  yon  belong  before  and  np  to  the  time  of  the  war  t — ^Answer. 
I  belonged  to  Mr.  Thelismar  Guidry. 

Q.  Pid  he  have  a  plantation  in  this  parish  t — ^A.  He  did. 

Q.  How  far  was  that  plantation  from  Opeloasas  f — A.  Abont  eighteen  miles. 

Q.  Do  you  liye  on  that  sAme  plantation  at  the  present  timet — A.  No;  I  live  now 
on  my  own  place. 

Q.  How  far  is  your  plaOe  from  the  Thelismar  Guidry  place? — A.  About  two  and 
a  half  arpents. 

Q.  How  many  acres  do  yon  own  there  f — ^A.  I  have  about  35  acres  of  land. 

Q.  Do  you  cnltiyate  that  land  t — A.  Not  at  all ;  I  cnltivate  a  part  of  it. 

Q.  Were  you  on  the  Thelismar  Guidry  plantation  when  the  Federals  came  to  this 
parish  in  1863 1— A.  I  was. 

Q.  Were  yon  on  that  plantation  when  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbenx  was  fouffht  f — 
A.  I  was  here  in  the  town  of  Opeiousas  at  that  time  with  my  master,  Thelismar 
Guidry. 

Q.  How  long  before  that  battle  waa  fought  was  it  that  you  were  on  the  place  f — 
A.  A  day  or  two  before  the  battle. 

Q.  Give  the  names  of  all  the  slaves  who  were  on  the  plantation  before  the  battle  of 
Bayou  Bourbeux  T — A.  We  were  four  men,  named  respectively  Marcel,  Gabriel.  Nar* 
cisse,  and  myself. 

Q.  How  many  full-grown  women  were  there  on  the  place  T— A.  There  were  Vic- 
toria, Kate,  Louise,  Josephine,  and  some  yonug  children. 

Q.  What  has  become  of  Narcisse  T — A.  He  is  dead. 

Q.  Where  is  Gabriel  T — A.  He  is  dead  also. 

Q.  Where  is  Marcel  t— A.  He  is  somewhere  in  New  Orleans. 

Q;  Was  Augnstin  Dominique  on  the  place  also  T — A.  He  was. 

Q.  Did  yon  work  as  a  field  hand  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  if  there  was  any  cotton  on  the  Thelismar  Goidry  place  when  the 
federals  came  there;  and,  if  so,  how  many  bales  f — A.  There  was  cotton  there ;  there 
iras  a  cotton-crib  on  the  place  which,  when  filled,  contained  10  bales.  I  don't  think 
it  was  quite  full  when  the  Federals  came  there. 

Q.  Was  that  cotton  ginned  or  unginnedf — A.  It  was  nnginned. 

Q>  What  became  of  that  cotton  f — A.  When  I  returned  to  the  plantation  I  saw  the 
cotton  around  the  various  places  where  the  Federals  bad  campea  and  slept. 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  that  cotton  in  Mrs.  Thelismar's  dwelling  house  f — A.  I  do  not 
Imow. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  if  anv  of  the  wounded  on  the  Federal  side  were  placed  in  Mrs. 
Thelismar's  house,  and  if  any  part  of  this  nnginned  cotton  was  used  by  them  as  bed- 
ding t — ^A.  I  don't  know.    There  were  no  soldiers  at  the  house  when  I  arrived  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  the  soldiers  took  from  the  cotton-crib  all  the  cotton  (nnginned) 
that  was  in  that  crib,  or  if  any  was  left  after  their  departure? — A.  There  was  a  little 
remaining  after  they  left ;  very  little. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  the  Federals  took  away  Arom  the  Thelismar  Guidry's  place  any 
baled  cotton? — A.  They  took  none,  as  there  was  no  baled  cotton  [on]  the  place. 
^  Q.  Who  was  .the  chief  man  among  the  laboring  hands  on  the  plantation  f — A.  Some- 
times Augnstin  Dominique  was  the  head  man  and  sometimes  I  was. 

Q.  Did  Augnstin  Dominique  work  in  the  field  T — A.  He  did. 

Cross-examined  by  F.  F.  Perrodin,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  says: 

Q.  Since  the  war,  have  you  not  been  indicted  and  the  case  compromised ;  was  not 
the  accusation  that  of  perjury  f 

(ObJecte<l  to  by  counsel  for  the  Government  on  the  ground  that  if  a  witness  was 
indicted  and  there  exists  a  reason  showing  that  he  was  convicted  and  sentenced, 
that  record  constitutes  the  Hole  evidence  of  the  fact,  and  should  be  produced.) 

A.  I  never  was  indicted  ;  everything  was  arranged  before  I  went  into  court. 

Q.  Was  there  or  not  an  accusation  brought  against  you  for  peijury  ;  you  had  re- 
tained a  lawyer  t<o  defend  you  and  the  case  stopped  or  compromised  f — A.  There  was 
a  charge  of  peijnry  against  me;  I  had  retained  a  lawyer,  Mr.  Laurent  Dupre,  to  de- 
fend me;  the  matter  was  all  arranged  afterward. 

Q.  Were  you  not  in  the  Confederate  army  with  your  master,  and  how  long  did  you 
remain  with  him? — A.  I  was;  I  remained  with  him  most  of  the  time  he  was  in  the 
army. 

Q.  At  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbenx  were  the  Federal  forces  advancing  upon  the 
town  of  Opeiousas,  or  were  they  retreating  ? — A.  They  were  not  retreating  ;  they 
were  on  their  way  up. 

Q.  Did  yon  work  in  the  field  in  the  cnltivivtion  of  the  cotton  alluded  to  ? — A.  I 
did  ;  -I  worked  on  the  plantation  in  makiii?  all  the  cotton  that  was  made  there. 

Q.  How  could  you  wOrk  in  the  field  making  cotton  and  be  in  the  army  with  your 
master  ? — A.  No  cotton  was  made  on  the  place  when  I  was  in  the  army  ;  only  com 
was  grown  there  then. 
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Q.  What  qnantity  of  cotton  was  on  tho  plaoe  when  yon  left  for  the  army  with  your 
master? — ^A.  I  can't  tell  j  I  have  alreadv  stated  about  the  ootton  being  m  the  orib, 
and  what  the  crib  contained  when  filled. 

Q.  Were  there  not  ootton  in  two  cribs  on  the  plantation  t— A.  No,  rir ;  there  were 
only  two  cribs—one  a  cotton-crib  and  the  other  a  oom-orib. 

Q.  Was  there  no  cotton  stored  away  in  the  dwelling-honse  in  the  seed  f — ^A.  Not 
that  I  know  of. 

Q.  What  were  the  dimensions  of  that  cotton-crib  f — ^A.  I  can't  state  the  dimfimuoniij 
but  know  that  when  well  filled  it  dontaSned  ten  bales. 

Q.  What  were  about  the  dimensions  of  that  bnildinc,  length,  breadth,  and  height  f 

(Objected  to  by  the  counsel  for  the  Qovemment  onUie  ground  that  the  witness  has 
already  stated  he  could  not  give  the  dimensions  of  the  building ;  he  is  now  asked  to 
state  about  what  were  the  dimensions.  Connsel  for  the  GoTemment  submits  that 
any  answer  which  the  witness  might  give  would  but  be  merely  ^ess-work.) 

A.  I  never  paid  any  attention ;  I  know  we  used  to  pnt  cotton  m  there. 

Q.  What  is  an  oath  and  the  obligations  thereof  t — ^A.  An  oath  is  to  have  the  truth 
told. 

Q.  What  are  the  penalties  for  violating  the  obligations  of  an  oath  t — ^A.  I  know  it 
is  a  penitentiary  offense. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  there  was  on  Thelismar  Guidry's  plantation  no  other  ootton 
than  the  one  you  saw  in  the  crib  when  the  Federal  troops  came  there  f — ^A.  If  there 
was  any  other  ootton  I  did  not  see  it;  I  have  stated  what  I  saw. 

Re-examined-in-chief  by  counsel  for  the  Gk)vemment,  witness  says : 

Q.  Was  Thelismar  Quidrv  at  the  battle  of  Shilohf— A.  He  was. 

Q.  Were  you  there  with  him  T— A.  No ;  I  was  not  there. 

Q.  Where  were  you  at  the  time  f — A.  I  was  on  the  plantation. 

Q.  Was  Mr. Thelismar  Guidry  wounded  at  Sbiloht — ^A.  He  was;  there  or  aboni 
there. 

Q.  Did  he  come  home  t — A.  He  did. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  stay  at  home  after  he  was  wounded  f — A.  I  think  he  stay 
there  over  a  month. 

Q.  Where  was  he  when  the  battle  of  Bayou  fiourbeux  was  fought  t — A.  He  was  i 
Opelousas. 

Q.  After  he  was  wounded  and  went  back  again  to  the  army,  do  yon  know  if 
went  home  sometimes  f — A.  He  went  there  now  and  then. 

Q.  Did  he  not,  after  the  battle  of  Shiloh,  Join  General  Taylor's  army,  which  opt 
between  Berwick's  Bay  and  Alexandria,  La.,  mostly  f— A.  He  did,  but  was  not  en, 
in  very  active  service,  owing  to  his  wound. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  became  of  the  cotton  scattered  around  in  the  Federal      ^mu 
was  it  gathered  up  and  sold,  or  disposed  of  by  Mrs.  Guidry,  Mr.  Guidry,  or  anyb^^n^f 
else  f — ^A.  None  of  the  cotton  was  sold ;  some  of  it  was  burned,  and  the  balance  (^^  / 
was  soiled  and  wasted. 

Q.  Tell  ns  about  that  little  peijury  matter ;  was  there  not  some  hog  or  beef  or  ^s^^jf 
at  the  bottom  of  it,  and  some  dispute  about  it  between  you  and  somebody  elsef — ^ 
It  was  a  misunderstanding  between  Mr.  William  Smith  and  myself  about  a  hog. 

Q.  Who  had  charge  of  Mr.  Guidry's  place  while  he  was  in  the  army  f-~A  AQldlJe 
Babineau. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  there  are  any  white  persons  now  existing  who  were  on  The/is. 
mar  Guidry's  place,  living  there  about  the  time  the  Federal  forces  came  there  f—JL 
Achille  Babineau  did  live  on  the  place  at  that  time,  but  he  is  dead  now. 

Q.  What  year  did  you  go  off  with  your  master? — A.  When  General  Banks  fiistii}. 
vaded  this  country  I  left  with  my  master  for  the  army. 

Q.  Was  there  any  ootton  made  that  year  on  the  Thelismar  Guidry  plantation  f— 
A.  There  was. 

Q.  How  many  bales  were  made  that  year  T — A.  I  oan't  say. 

Q.  How  many  bales  of  cotton  were  usually  made  on  said  plantation  yearly t—         M   . 
A.  We  made  yearly  from  5  to  10  bales  of  ootton  on  the  place,  but  we  raised  principally        * 
corn,  of  which  we  m<'ide  plenty. 

Q.  How  many  hands  worked  on  that  plantation  previous  to  the  coming  of  the  Fed- 
erals f — ^A.  There  were  three  men  working  constantly ;  there  [were]  also  young  child- 
ren, Gabriel  and  Marcel,  and  some  women,  to  wit,  Kate.  Victoria,  Adfle,  Fille;  there        I  ^1^ 
was  another  woman  named  Nana;  she  also  worked  in  tbe  field  constantly.  I  q 

Q.  How  many  arpents  were  cultivated  that  year,  1663  f — ^A.  I  can't  state  exactly,        I  it^ 
for  that  year  we  did  not  cultivate  all  the  land  inclosed.  I  Q 

Q.  How  many  acres  did  yon  cultivate  in  cotton  years  previous  f — ^A.  I  can't  etate       m  v^ 
exactly ;  it  may  be  about  40  arpents;  we  always  cultivated  plenty  of  com.  1  Q 

Q.  How  much  cotton  per  acre  did  that  land  yield  f — ^A.  Some  portion  of  that  land        |  ;;^ 
yielded  1  bale,  aud  same  H  bale  per  acre. 


^ 
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Q.  8«TeTal  yean  aso  was  there  not  another  accneation  broaght  againat  yon  beside 
the  one  above  allnded  to  T 

(Objected  to  by  counsel  for  the  Qovemment  on  same  grounds  heretofore  nrged ;  an 
aceasation  may  be  well  founded,  or  it  may  be  groundJess,  and  the  record  of  conyio- 
tion  and  sentence  is  the  only  admissible  proof.) 

A.  The  only  one  is  the  accusation  brought  against  me  b^'  Mr.  Smith  about  a  heifer 
that  had  my  brand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  cotton  alluded  to  on  the  Thelismar  Gnidry  plantation 
was  sold  or  not  t~A.  I  recollect  that  I  hauled  5  bales  of  cotton  to  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin, 
the  claimant;  I  haaled  it  there  in  a  wagon. 

Q.  Is  that  the  cotton  yon  saw  iu  that  ciib  at  Gnidry 's  place  t--A.  I  don't  know 
whether  it  was  the  same  cotton ;  but  I  know  1  hauled  5  bales  of  cotton  to  claimant's 
place  in  Opelousas. 

Q.  Do  yon  or  not  know  whether  it  was  the  same  cotton  the  Federals  had  left  about 
their  camps  and  in  the  crib  that  you  hauled  to  claimant's  as  above  f — ^A.  I  can't  state. 
Q.  WasitafterthebattleofBourbeuz  yon  hauled  cotton  to  claimant's?— A.  I  haaled 
that  cotton  to  claimant's  after  the  war. 

Q.  Was  there  not  on  Thelismar  Guidry's  plantation  a  house,  cabin,  or  crib  contain- 
ing two  rooms,  which,  together  with  the  otner  cotton-cribs  spoken  of,  would  hold  over 
40  bales  of  cotton  T — A.  There  was. 

Q.  Are  you  positive  that  there  was  no  other  cotton  on  that  plantation  except  the 
cotton  yon  have  allnded  to  f — A.  If  there  ^ere  any  other  I  do  not  recollect ;  it  might 
be;  there  was  some  there. 

his 
JEAN  PIERRE  X  REUBEN. 

mark. 
Laurent  Duprs,  Special  Commiuicnm'. 

Joseph  Yalery,  a  witness  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  being  duly  sworn,  and 
b«JDg  examined  by  W.  O.  Denegre,  es^.,  counsel  for  the  Government,  says: 

My  name  is  Joseph  Yalery,  alias  Aloindor  Daigle :  I  live  at  Plaqoemine  Brulee,  in 
thin  parish ;  I  am  about  thirty-ei^ht  years  of  age ;  I  am  a  laborer  by  occupation ;  am 
xtot  related  to  claimant ;  am  not  interested  whatever  in  the  result  of  this  claim. 

Q.  Are  yon  the  Aloindor  Daigle  who  testified  before  United  States  Commissioner 
X>npr6,  at  Opelousas,  and  in  the  suit  of  Eugene  Giraud  vs.  The  United  States  f— A.  I 

Q.  Did  yon  know  Mr.  Hypi>olite  Guidry  t — ^A.  I  know  him  well ;  he  almost  raised 
^ue ;  and  I  still  stay  on  his  place. 

Q.  Were  you  on  his  plantation  in  the  year  1663,  when  the  Federal  forces  went  to 
^s  plantation  and  took  therefrom  the  cotton  which  wsa  under  his  gin-house  t — A.  I 


Q.  Did  yon  see  the  cotton  taken  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  manv  bales  did  be  have  under  his  gin-house  and  which  were  taken  by  the 
IPederal  forct^f— A.  I  kno]^  there  was  30  bales  there,  20  of  which  belonged  to  Mr. 
Syppolite  Gnidry,  which  he  sold  to  Miss  Giraud;  4  bales  which  belonged  to  Antoine 
Fotenal,  which  he  ^otenal)  also  sold  to  Miss  Eugenie  Giraud;  and  4  bales  belonging 
to  Paul  Hebert;  there  may  [have]  been  other  cotton  there;  I  am  only  positive  as  to 
the  30  bales.  ' 

Q.  Ton  stated  in  your  testimony  given  in  Giraud  vs.  The  United  States  that  there 
were  exactly  30  bales  taken  by  the  rederal  forces,  and  that  you  had  counted  and  had 
ascertained  by  that  count  the  exact  number ;  is  tnat  so  f — A.  I  bad  counted  this  cot- 
tun  some  days  previously ;  there  might  have  been  some  more  under  the  gin. 

Cross-examined  by  F.  F.  Pbrrodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  says: 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  cotton  of  Paul  Hebert  mentioned  by  you  was 
either  sold  to  or  claimed  by  Jules  Perrodin  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  At  that  season  of  ginning  did  you  gin  more  than  thirty  bales  of  cotton  and  be- 
longing to  other  parties  than  those  mentioned  above? — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  ginned  more 
than  that  number  ;  our  gin  was  the  only  one  in  the  neighborhood. 

Q.  Did  you  gin  any  cotton  at  that  time  for  Yalentine  D.  Breaux  f — A.  We  ginned 
for  so  many  people  I  can't  remember :  I  know  Mr.  Breaux  used  to  have  his  cotton 
ginned  there. 

Q.  Did  you  during  said  ginning  season  gin  any  cotton  for  Mrs.  Fisher  t — A.  I  do  not 
remember. 

Q.  Were  you  present  every  time  that  the  Federals  took  cotton  from  said  gin-house  f 
— A.  I  was  there  only  the  first  time  they  took  cotton  ;  I  got  frightened  and  went  off. 

Q.  Then  do  you  know  positively  the  quantity  of  bales  of  cotton  taken  from  said 
^in  f — A.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  am  positive  only  as  to  the  thirty  bales. 

Re^examined-in-cbief : 
Q.  You  have  stated  in  your  examination  that  a  few  dtt^a  l^fox^  W^^tft^lkVEv^Ql  O&s^ 
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ootton  yon  ooanted  the  bales ;  did  you  coant  all  the  bales  that  were  nnder  the  gin- 
house  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  What  cotton  did  yoa  ooant  7— -A.  I  coanted  the  22  bales  as  I  detailed  aboTe,  and 
the  4  for  Fontenal  and  the  4  for  Hebert. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  cotton  at  that  time  under  the  gin-house,  except  those  thirty 
bales  f — A.  There  might  have  been  some  more ;  I  did  not  pay  attention. 

Q.  If  there  had  been  any  other  cotton  there  when  you  made  that  count,  would  yoa 
not  have  known  it  f— A.  There  had  been  other  cottons  there ;  some  of  it  had  been 
hauled  away ;  I  kept  no  account  of  it. 

Q.  Had  there  not  been  a  good  many  bales  hauled  away  from  that  gin-house  before 
the  Federals  came  f — A.  Certainly  there  was. 

hi* 
JOSEPH  X  VALERY. 
mark. 

Laurknt  Duprb,  Special  CammisBioner, 

Victoria  Green,  a  witness  in  behalf  of  the  Government,  being  duly  sworn,  and 
being  examined  by  W.  O.  Deuegre,  esq.,  counsel  for  the  Government,  says : 

My  name  is  Victoria  Green ;  I  am  over  forty  years  of  age ;  I  live  in  the  parish  of 
Saint  Landry ;  I  am  not  related  to  claimant ;  I  am  not  interested  in  the  result  of  this 
claim. 

Q.  Did  you  belong  to  Thelismar  Guidry  at  the  time  of  the  war  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were  you  on  the  plantation  of  Gnidry  when  the  Yankees  came  to  the  parish  the 
first  time? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Were  yon  there  when  the  Federals  came  here  at  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bayoi^ 
Bourbenx  f — A.  I  was  on  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidry  then. 

Q.  Did  any  of  the  plantation  hands,  men,  women,  and  children,  leave  the  plants, 
tiou  and  go  away  when  the  Federals  came  the  first  time f- -A.  Yes,  sir;  Narcise,  M%r. 
eel,  Gabriel,  Kate  and  her  family,  left  with  the  Federals  and  did  not  return  to  th« 
plantation. 

Q.  Who  remained  on  the  plantation  to  work  T — A.  Jean  Pierre,  one  of  my  nieoei^ 
my  sister,  and  Josette,  a  mulattross,  and  myself  remained  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  cotton  was  made  on  the  plantation  after  the  Federals  came  here 
the  first  time  f — A.  No ;  only  com  was  made  there ;  if  any  cotton  was  made  it  wm 
after  I  hatl  left  there. 

Q.  Did  you  leave  before  or  after  the  battle  of  Bourbenx  f — ^A.  I  left  after  said  battle, 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  what  month  cotton  is  actuallv  planted? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  How  many  cribs  were  on  Guidry's  plantation  7--A.  One  corn-crib  and  a  cotton-  * 
crib.  V 

Q.  Did  the  Federals,  when  they  came  there  the  first  time,  destroy  any  fencing  on 
the  place  t — A.  They  stripped  the  place  completely. 

Q.  What  became  of  Angustin  Dominique  after  the  Federals  came  here  the  fint 
time;  did  he  stay  in  the  place  or  did  he  go  with  theniT — A.  Angustin  Dominique  left 
the  place,  but  did  not  follow  the  Federals;  he  went  a  few  miles  from  there. 

Cross-examined  by  P.  F.  Perrodin,  Esq.,  counsel  for  claimant,  witness  says: 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  at  the  time  the  Federals  came  to  Guidry's  plantation 
there  was  any  cotton  on  said  plantation  in  the  seedT — A.  Yes,  there  was  some;  there 
was  a  crib  not  quite  full. 

Q.  What  was  the  usual  average  of  bales  of  cotton  made  on  the  plantation  of  The- 
lismar Guidry  f — A.  I  can't  well  state;  at  one  time  ten  bales  of  cotton  were  made 
there. 

Q.  In  what  month  was  it  that  the  Federal  army  came  there  t — A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  At  what  season  of  the  year  was  itf — A.  It  was  in  the  cool  season  of  the  year;  I 
can't  say  whether  in  fall  or  in  spring. 

Q.  In  what  year  was  itT — A.  I  can't  say. 

Q.  How  old  are  you  f — A.  Over  40  years  old. 

Q.  Are  yon  positive  there  was  no  other  cotton  on  said  plantation  except  the  cotton 
you  saw  in  the  cribt — A.  There  was  no  other  cotton  except  what  was  in  the  crib. 

Q.  You  say  you  left  there ;  where  did  you  go  to  T — A.  I  went  to  stay  at  Mr.  Joseph 
Auguste  Guidry,  with  my  husband. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  cotton  you  saw  in  that  cribf — ^A.  The  Federals  wasted  it; 
they  used  it  to  make  mattresses  for  their  sick. 

Q.  Did  they  take  that  cotton  when  they  were  advancing  upon  the  town  of  Ope- 
lousas,  of  retreating  from  itf — A.  They  took  it  while  they  were  advancing  upon  the 
town  of  Opelousas. 

Q.  Was  that  cotton  taken  at  the  time  of  the  battle  of  Bayou  Bourbenx  T— -A.  It  waa 
taken  before  the  battle  of  Bourbeux. 

Q.  Are  yon  positive  there  was  no  cotton  in  the  dwelline-house  of  Mrs.  Gaidry, 
either  in  the  loft  or  some  otlieT  p\ac«>^— k.  TVv^  cotton  was  always  placed  in  the  cot- 
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Q.  Do  yoa  or  do  yon  not  know  whether  that  cottoa  was  sold  f — A.  I  cannot  state. 
Q.  Do  joa  know  how  many  poands  of  cotton  in  the  seed  it  takes  to  make,  one  bale 

of  cotton  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

her 
VICTORIA  X  GREEN. 
.  mark. 
Laurbnt  Dupre,  Special  Commissioner, 

JULKS  Perrodin,  claimant  herein,  being  daly  sworn,  and  being  examined  oa.  be- 
half of  the  Government  by  W.  O.  Denegre,  esq. ,  says : 

My  name  is  Jales  Perrodin ;  I  am  the  claimant  in  this  case. 

Q.  Were  yon  well  acqaainted  with  Theodore  Valadef — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  intimately  acquainted  with  him  f — ^A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  yon  ever  engage  in  any  joint  cotton  transaction  with  himf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  ever  in  your  employ? — A.  He  was. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  us  what  period  of  time  that  employment  covered  t — A.  From  about 
1861 14>  18G2,  about  12  or  14  months. 

Q.  Tell  us,  with  about  as  much  precision  as  you  can,  about  what  time  that  employ- 
ment ended  f — A.  He  ceased  being  in  my  employment  after  the  capture  of  New  Orleans 
by  the  Federals. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Federals  take  cotton  on  Valade's  plantation;  I  mean,  is  it  not  to 
your  knowledge  that  they  took  cotton  there  in  1863  f — A.  I  know  it  through  Valade, 
who  communicated  it  to  me  through  an  officer  in  the  United  States  Army. 

Q.  Is  it  to  your  knowledge  that  the  Federal  officer  who  took  the  cotton  on  Yalade'iB 
plantation  gave  Valade  a  receipt  for  that  cotton  f — A.  Valade  simply  wrote  to  me 
that  the  Federals  had  taken  all  th^ cotton  on  his  plantation;  his  cotton  as  well  as 
mine. 

Q.  How  long  after  the  taking  of  that  cotton,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  was 
it  that  you  saw  Valadef — A.  After  the  retreat  of  the  Federal  forces. 

Q.  Can  yon  give  us  an  idea  about  what  length  of  time  that  wasf — ^A.  Some  days 
afterwards. 

Q.  Did  Valade  tell  yon  that  the  Federal  officer  had  given  him  a  receipt  for  the  cot- 
ton taken  on  his  plantation  f — A.  I  cannot  state  positively  whether  Valade  obtained 
%  receipt  for  his  cotton ;  J  don't  think  he  did. 

Q.  Then,  if  I  understand  yon  right,  Valade  himself  never  informed  you  of  his  hav- 
ing obtained  a  receipt  from  the  Federal  officer? — A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  t-ne  name  of  the  Federal  officer  who  took  the  cotton  on  Valade's 
place  f — ^A.  I  think  his  name  was  Pope. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  apply  to  him  for  a  receipt  for  your  cotton  which  was  on  Valade's 
plantation  f — A.  I  did  not  apply  to  that  officer ;  I  applied  to  Colonel  Sargent,  who' 
^ave  me  a  receipt  for  315  bales. 

Q.  Is  it  to  your  knowledge  that  a.  receipt  was  given  to  Valade  for  all  the  cotton  he 
liad  on  his  plantation ;  I  mean,  has  the  knowledge  of  that  fact  ever  been  made  known 
to  you  T — A.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Q.  Will  vou  be  kiud  enough  to  look  at  this  photographic  copy  of  the  receipt  eiven 
to  Valade  for  the  cotton  taken  on  his  plantation  in  the  year  1863,  in  the  month  of  May  f 
I  wonld.be  obliged  to  yon  if  yon  would  read  it  It  will  no  doubt  be  a  surprise  to  you. 
I  think  it  will  be  conclnsively  proved  by  the  receipt  that  Valade  received  payment 
for  your  cottons. — A.  I  have  read  and  examined  the  photographic  copy  of  the  receipt 
exhibited  to  me,  and  I  recognized  Valade's  handwriting  and  signature. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  that  receipt  before  T — A,  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Valade  protected  his  friend  Laughland  to  the  extent  of  74  bales ;  his  friend 
B^ne  Laberie  to  the  extent  of  24  bales,  and  himself,  a  French  subject,  to  the  extent 
of  64  bales;  considering  the  intimate  relatione  that  existed  between  yon,  was  it  not 
an  ungracious  act  •n  his  part  to  have  protected  those  gentlemen  and  not  to  have  pro- 
tected you  f — A.  Valade  had  bought  the  cotton  of  Laughland  and  Laberie  for  them ; 
he  had  not  bought  my  cotton  ;  he  was  not  charged  in  any  manner  with  the  keeping 
of  my  cotton ;  it  was  at  his  place  at  my  risk  and  peril. 

Q.  Valade  received  payment  for  all  the  cotton  that  was  seized  and  taken  away  from 
his  plantation ;  did  he  ever,  at  any  time,  offer  to  pay  you  for  the  bales  of  cotton  which 
yon  owned  on  his  plantation  T — A.  Never  did. 

Q.  How  many  bales  of  cotton  did  yon  have  on  Valade's  plantation  when  the  Fed- 
erals made  the  seizure  and  took  cottons  from  there  f— A.  I  had  seventeen  bales  as  per 
Sargent's  receipt. 

Q.  You  were  paid  for  those  seventeen  bales,  were  you  not  f — A.  I  was. 

(The  photographic  receipt,  above  alluded  to,  as  explanatory  of  the  whole  trans- 
action, so  far  as  Valade  is  concerned,  is  now  offered  in  evidence  by  the  counsel  for 
Government,  marked  Exhibit  A.) 
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Exhibit  A. 
Statb  of  Louisiana, 

Parish  of  Si.  Landry : 

I,  the  undenigned,  do  hereby  oertify  that  I  hare  this  day  taken  for  the  ose  of  the 
United  States  (£>yemment  from  Theodore  Valade's  plantation  lOS  bales  of  cotton. 
May  2,  1863. 

C.  W.  C.  RHOADES, 
Ui  Li.  Co.  ff,  AUi  M.  V.,  for  iko  ProvoU-Mankal. 

BalM. 

Belonging  to  G.  L.  Lanshland 74 

Belonging  to  Pierre  Laberie S4 

Belonging  to  me,  Theodore  Valade,  Frenoh  subject 64 

Total 162 

T.  VALADE. 

ft 

I  hereby  transfer  to  A.  P.  Noblom  the  abore  cotton. 
New  Orleans,  15th  Jane,  1863. 

T.  VALADE. 

(Indorsed :)  No.  56.    Receipt.    C.  W.  C.  Rhoades,  168  bales  cotton  aooonnt  Thec^ 
Yalade. 

Cross-examined  by  F.  F.  Perbodiit,  counsel  for  claimant : 

O.  Is  the  bale  of  cotton,  which  yon  claim  and  which  yon  bought  of  Louis  Malre^^ 
included  in  the  lot  of  cotton  taken  from  the  Yalade  plantation  T— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  From  what  place  was  that  bale  of  cotton  takeo  t — A.  From  the  place  of  Widow 
Baptiste  Malveau,  whose  maiden  name  was  Theotiste  Esprit. 

<^.  Did  you  know  Thelismar  Guidry  well  and  intimately  f — ^A.  I  knew  him  well  mad 
intimately. 

Q.  What  was  the  average  number  of  bales  of  cotton  raised  by  said  Guidry  on  hji 
plantation  up  to  the  year  1863  f — A.  About  35  to  40  bales,  on  an  average,  yearly. 

Q.  Areybuacquaintedwith  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  f— A.  Tea;  I  rememMr  having  seen 
him  as  a  slave  of  Thelismar  Guidry 's. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  ffcneral  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity  f — ^A.  His  general 
reputation  fur  truth  and  veracity  is  bad. 

Re-examined-in-chief  by  counsel  for  the  Government,  witness  says : 

Q.  You  have  always  resided  in  Opelousas,  have  you  not  f — ^A.  Tes ;  here  and  in 
Grand  Coteau ;  I  have  been  residing  in  Opelousas  since  1856. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  reside  anywhere  in  Reuben's  neighborhood  f — ^A.  I  lived  in  Grand 
CoteaUf  which  was  near  where  Reuben  lived. 

Q.  Did  Reuben  acquire  that  bad  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity  since  1656,  or 
prior  thereto  f— A.  He  acquired  it  after  that. 

Q.  Then  you  have  been  residing  in  Opelousas  since  he  acquired  that  bad  reputa- 
tion f — A.  I  have  been  living  here  in  Opelousas  since  tiien  ;  yes. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  his  bad  reputation  here,  in  Opelousas,  or  did  yon  hear  of  it  in 
the  neighborhood  where  he  resides  f — A.  Here  in  Opelousas. 

Q.  What  was  Yalade's  reputation  while  he  was  residing  in  this  community  for  tmth 
and  honesty  f — A.  His  reputation  as  such  was  good ;  he  liked  to  do  good  and  to  ren- 
der services. 

J.  PERRODIN. 

Laurknt  Ditprr,  Special  CommisHoner. 

Mrs.  Constance  Guidrt,  widow  of  Thelismar  Gnidry,  deceased,  a  witness  on  be- 
half of  the  claimant,  being  duly  sworn,  and  being  examined  by  F.  F.  Penodin,  eeq.i 
counsel  for  the  claimant,  says :  My  name  is  Constance  Guidry ;  I  am  the  widow  of 
Thelismar  Gnidry,  and  have  previously  testified  in  this  case  on  behalf  of  claimant 
before  Commissioner  Dupre. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  f— A.  He  was  my  slave. 

Q.  Do  you  know  his  general  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity  f — ^A.  I  do ;  he  would 
tell  a  lie  as  quick  as  the  truth,  not  knowing  the  importance  to  be  attached  to  the  act 

Q.  Was  the  cotton  sold  by  yonr  husband  to  Mr.  Perrodin,  as  detailed  by  yon,  and 
taken  by  the  Federals,  contained  in  one  house  or  more  t — A.  It  was  contained  in  two 
houses. 

Q.  State  whether  at  that  period  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  was  not,  if  not  all  the  tims, 
most  of  the  time,  in  the  army  with  his  master  f— A.  Since  the  year  1862  Jean  Piorw 
Reahen  was  always  in  the  arm^  w\\.Vi  YAamaaXwc. 
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Q.  Jean  Pierre  Beoben  testified  that  there  never  wae  more  than  from  5  to  10  bales 
of  cotton  made  by  yonr  hnsbana  yearly  on  his  plantation ;  is  that  a  fact  f—- A.  He  was 
&r  from  rii^ht ;  we  made  annually  from  18  to  24  bales. 

Q.  Do  von  reoolleot  how  many  bales  you  made  in  the  years  1662  and  1863,  respeot- 
iTely  7— JL  About  the  number  I  have  iust  stated. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  much  cotton  there  was  on  yonr  plantation  when  the  Federals 
took  itt—A.  We  estimated  the  amount  of  cotton  then  at  from  40  to  45  bales. 

Q.  This  was,  then,  the  crop  of  two  years  f— A.  It  was. 

Croie-examined  by  W.  O.  Demkorb,  counsel  for  the  Qoyemment,  witness  says : 

Q.  I  anderstand  from  you  that  you  consider  Reuben  to  be  too  stupid  to  distinguish 
the  dilTereace  betweei>  truth  and  untruth  t — ^A.  I  did  state  so ;  I  am  positiye  of  it. 

Q.  In  be  not  an  industrious  and  ffonerallT  thrifty  nmo  t — A.  As  well  as  I  am  in- 
formed be  is  a  hard-working  negro,  but  drinks  a  great  deal. 

Q.  Do  you  own  the  Thelismar  Guidi^  plantation  at  the  present  time  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q<  Does  not  Reuben  own  a  part  of  that  plantation  at  the  present  moment  f — ^A.  I 
think  he  6wns  a  few  acres  of  it  now ;  I  do  not  know  it  positively. 

Q.  Are  you  related  to  Mr.  Perrodin  f — A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Are  you  related  to  bis  wife  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  live  in  his  family  f — A.  No :  I  do  not. 

Q'  At  what  time  is  cotton  generally  planted  in  this  country  t— A.  Oenerally  in  the 
month  of  April,  and  it  is  gathered  from  August  to  December,  and  sometimes  even  in 
the  month  of  January. 

CONSTANCE  GUIDRY. 

[8XAL.]    Laubxnt  Duprs,  SpeoUU  Commiiiioner. 


DEPOSITION  OF  CONSTANCE  GUIDRY,  WID.  THELISlfAR  GUIDRY,  WITNESS 

FOR  CLAIMANT. 

Fifed  ApHl  30,  1883. 
Jules  Perrodin 

*«B  UxiTKD  States 


>  No.  90. 


U  is  hereby  agreed  that,  in  the  absence  of  a  regular  commission,  Laurent  Dnpr^, 
^•f  notarv  public  for  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana,  shall  act  as  special  com- 
iQiMioner  for  the  taking  of  testimony  in  above  case  in  behalf  of  claimant,  this  20th  day 
^  April,  A.  D.  1883. 

W.  O.  DENEGRE, 
Special  Counsel  United  SWe$. 
F.  F.  PERRODIN, 
Attorney  for  Plaintiff, 


United  States  of  America,  State  of  Louisiana,  parish  of  Saint  Landry. 

JuLifl  Perrodin 
*  Hi  United  States. 


t?.  >  No.  90. 


Be  it  known  that  I,  Laurent  Dnpr^,  undersigned  notary  public  for  the  parish  of 
^iot  Landry,  Looisiana,  and  acting  as  special-  commissioner  of  the  honorable  French 
^nd  American  Claims  Commission,  by  virtue  of  the  agreement  of  counsel  hereto  an- 
tiexed,  proceeded,  at  my  office,  in  the  town  of  Opelousas,  La.,  on  the  20th  day  of  April, 
l8tJ3,  to  take  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Constance  Guidry.  widow  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  de- 
ceased, a  witness  called  on  behalf  of  claimant ;  W.  O.  Dtoegre,  esq.,  special  counse!. 
appearing  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  andF.  F.  Perrodin,  esq.,  appearing  as  counsel 
for  claimant 

I  further  certify  that  before  proceeding  to  the  examination  of  said  witness,  that 
she  was  duly  sworn  ;  that  in  the  examination  of  said  witness  the  answers  were  taken 
down  in  her  presence ;  that  the  same  was  read  over  to  and  was  signed  by  said  wit- 
ness. 

In  faith  whereof  I  have  hereunto  signed  my  name  and  affixed  my  official  seal  this 
20th  day  of  April,  A.  D.  1883. 

[SEAL.]  LAURENT  DUPRfi. 

BpecMX  CommiafioiMr. 
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JULBS  PSRRODIN 

V.  >  No.  90. 

The  Uxitkd  States. 


A 


Testimony  taken  at  Opelonsas,  La.)  April  90.  1883,  in  behalf  of  claimant,  hj 
agreement,  W.  O.  Denegre,  esq.,  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  and  F.  F. 
Perrodin,  esq.,  on  behalf  of  claimant. 

Mrs.  Thblismar  Guidrt,  widow,  being  dnly  sworn,  and  being  examined  by  F.  F. 
Perrodin,  esq.,  for  claimant,  says : 

My  name  is  Constance  Guidry ;  I  am  the  widow  of  Thelismar  Gnidry;  I  have  testi- 
fied previously  in  this  case ;  when  I  last  testified  in  this  case  I  committed  an  error  in 
my  statement ;  as  Roon  as  I  had  gone  home  it  fiashed  upon  my  mind,  and  I  was  aboat 
returning  to  stat^thisto  Mr.  Perrodin,  the  claimant,  but  believing  that  my  affidavit 
and  my  hrst  testimony,  taken  when  the  facts  were  fresh  in  my  memory,  would  be  re- 
ferred to,  I  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  demand  correction  of  my  testimony ;  the 
error  in  ray  testimony  consisted  in  my  stating  that  we  made  annually  from  eiehteen 
to  twenty-four  or  twenty-eight  bales  of  cotton,  when,  in  fact,  I  am  positive  that  we 
made  more  cotton  than  above  stated ;  I  had  answered  that  question  carelessly ;  I  now 
reaffirm  all  the  statements  made  by  me  in  my  affidavit  taken  before  John  F.  Morragh, 
and  also  all  the  statements  contained  in  my  previous  testimony  given  in  this  case. 

COI^STANCE  GUIDKY. 

Laurent  Dupre, 

Special  Cktmrnisiianer, 


DOCUMENTARY  EVIDENCE  FROM  FRENCH  AGENT. 

Filed  May  7,  1883. 


Jules  Perrodin 

V, 

The  United  States 


>  No.  90. 


Requeei  to  file. 
United  States  Court  of  Claims. 

MiLLiGAN,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

This  action  was  brought  to  recover  the  net  proceeds  of  360  bales  of  cotton  and  8 
hogsheads  of  sugar,  alleged  to  have  been  taken  from  the  possession  of  the  claimant,  t 
French  subject,  domiciled  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  in  the  State  of  Lonisiaa>) 
by  the  offio*  rs  and  Army  of  the  United  States,  during  the  years  1863  and  1864. 

On  the  trial  the  claimant  abandoned  the  susar  and  18  bales  of  the  cotton  claimed 
in  the  petition,  and  now  asks  judgment  for  only  342  bales  of  cotton. 

The  proof  establishes  the  fact  that  claimant  is  a  subject  of  France,  and  thatdnring 
the  late  war  his  conduct  as  a  foreigner  resident  in  this  country  was  nnexceptionablo. 

There  is  no  dispute  as  to  hi^  right  to  recover  the  proceeds  of  315  bales.  Thismncb 
is  admitted  by  the  Assistant  Attorney- General,  and  the  proof  fnlly Justifies  the  admis- 
sion. 

The  315  bales  for  which  it  is  admitted  judgment  ought  i<o  be  entered  are  inaloded 
within  the  body  of  Col.  L.  D.  Sargent's  receipt,  which  purports  to  contain  a  lift  of 
cotton  belonging  to  the  claimant,  and  which  was  taken  for  account  j»f  the  United 
States  up  to  the  16th  of  May,  1863. 

Appended  to  Sargent's  receipt,  and  constituting  a  part  of  it,  is  the  following  state- 
ment: 

^*  Also  7  bales  of  cotton,  taken  at  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana,  on  or  about 
May  1,  186.'},  by  officers  andnoldiers  of  the  Forty-first  Regiment  of  Massachusetts  In- 
fantry—marked  2  bales,  J.  P.;  1  bale,  U.  J.  P.;  4  bales,  J.  A.  H. — the  property  of  Jnlea 
Perrodin,  taken  from  F.  Valade,  and  [  who]  held  possession  of  it  for  Mons.  Jules  Per- 
rodin." 

On  this  memorandum  receipt  and  other  evidence  in  the  record,  we  find  the  claim- 
ant's title  to  the  above-mentioned  7  bales,  as  well  as  their  seizure,  fully  made  out 

Of  the  342  bales  claimed  there  remain  only  20  which  have  not  been  shown  to  belong 
to  the  claimant.  And  it  is  insisted  that  the  ownership  and  seizure  of  7  more  bales  are 
proven  by  O.  L.  Guidry,  and  15  bales  by  Louis  Malvaux,  making  22  in  all. 

The  title  to  the  7  bales  last  mentioned  rests  alone  on  the  declaration  of  O.  L.  Gaidry, 
which  purports  to  be  nothing  but  hearsay,  and  is,  therefore,  inadmissible. 

Louis  Malveaux  sweats  tbat  Ylq  «o\^  Q\^\m«kat  one  bale.    It  was  ginned  and  baled 
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Mr.  Qradeniyo's  gin,  and  hauled  by  witness  and  others,  with  other  cotton,  to  the 
idow  Malveaux's  plantation.  Some  of  this  cotton  was  hanled  for  Sosthem  Mal- 
lanx  and  some  for  the  Widow  Malveauz.    How  much  for  each  the  witness  is  nnable 

state,  bnt  he  swears  there  were  15  bales  in  all. 

Theoaore  Valade  corroborates  the  above  statement,  and  proves  that  he  had  in  his 
waession,  aliout  the  same  time,  10  bales  bonght  by  claimant  from  the  widow  Bte. 
alveanx,  and  4  bales  from  Sosthem  Malveauz,  making  14,  which  were  seized  by 
eaten  ant  Rhodes,  Fortv-first  Massachusetts,  in  May,  1863. 

On  the  foregoinff  evidence  we  find  the  claimant's  title  to  tbe  14  bales  above  re- 
rred  to  fr^ly  established,  and  that  they  were  also  seized  by  an  officer  of  the  United 
ates  at  that  time  ohargeid  with  the  duty  of  collecting  abandoned  and  captured  cot- 
n. 

The  ownership  and  suizure  of  336  bales  being  proven,  it  only  remains  to  determine 
hether  the  proceeds  of  their  sale  reached  the  Treasury.. 

Colonel  Sargent  is  shown  to  have  belonged  to  the  Forty-first  Massachusetts  Infantry, 
id  at  the  time  of  the  above-mentioned  transactions  to  have  been  provost-marshal  at 
pelonsaS,  in  the  parish  of  Saint,  Landry.  He  was  charged,  by  orders  of  the  oom- 
anding  general,  with  the  duty  of  collecting  all  the  valuable  produce  of  the  country 
I  that  district,  and  directed  to  deliver  them  at  Barrels  Lauding  to  the  United  States 
uartermaster.  Lieutenant  Rhodes  belonged  to  the  same  regiment  and  was  charged 
ith  the  same  duty.  The  claimant's  cotton  was  all  hauled  to  Barrels  Landing,  and 
lere  commingled  with  other  cottons  and  the  while  shipped  f»  New  Orleans,  where  it 
M  turned  over  to  Col.  S.  B.  Holabird,  who  sold  a  portion  of  it  in  New  Orleans 
pd  accounted  to  the  Treasury  for  the  proceeds,  and  forwarded  the  balance  to  New 
'ork  and  Boston,  where  it  was  sold  and  the  proceeds  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

The  cotton  sold  by  Holabird  in  the  spring  of  1863  iu  New  Orleans,  and  that  which 
vaB  sold  in  New  York  and  in  Boston,  appear  to  have  brought  different  prices  at  the 
lifferent  points  of  sale,  and  the  claimant  Insists  that  the  average  of  the  sales  at  these 
three  places  should  constitute  the  price  per  bale  at  which  he  is  entitled  to  recover. 
Heretofore,  in  Ealer's  case  (4  Ct.  Cls.  R.,  372),  and  in  Lapene  &  Forre's  case  (6  Ct. 
Cla.  B.,  363),  we  have  held  that  when  the  claimant  was  able  to  trace  his  cotton  into 
the  hands  of  the  quartermaster  at  New  Orleans  and  no  further,  the  average  price  of 
all  cotton  sold  there  should  constitute  the  price  per  bale  at  which  he  was  entitled  to 
lecovor. 

Id  this  case  it  is  impossible  to  tell  with  certainty  from  the  record  before  us  whether 
the  claimant's  cotton  was  sold  in  New  Orleans,  Boston,  or  New  York,  and,  therefore, 
▼e  feel  bound  by  our  former  decisions,  and  hold  that  the  claimant  is  entitled  to  re- 
cover the  net  proceeds  of  336  bales  of  cotton,  at  $192  per  bale,  amounting  to  $64,512, 
for  which  Judgment  will  be  entered. 


NOTICE  OF  WITHDRAWAL  OF  PART  OF  THE  CLAIM  BY  FRENCH  AGENT. 

Filed  May  28,  1883. 


(  No.  90. 

•   7 


PXHRODIN 

t^i  Ukited  States 

Washington,  Mat/  28, 1883. 

And  now  comes  the  a(ront  for  the  French  Republic  and  informs  this  honorable  Com- 
diasion  that  he  now  withdraws  such  part  of  the  memorial  in  the  above- entitled  claim 
^hich  refers  to  13  bales  of  cotton,  part  of  which,  6  bales,  was  include^  in  an  action 
or  the  recovery  of  360  bales,  brought  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  which  said 
onrt  has  passed  jud^ent,  the  remaining  part  (7^  having  been  overlooked  by  claim- 
nt  when  making  estimation  of  his  losses  at  the  time  of  said  action. 
Tbe  part  of  the  memorial  referred  to  falls  under  the  provision  of  Article  11  of  the 
leaty  of  1880.  ^as  interpreted  by  a  diplomatic  arrangement  under  the  dates  of  17-21 
teeember,  1881. 

GRIMAUD  DB  CAUX, 
Agent  for  the  French  KepubUc. 


\ 
"1 
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JULRS  PERRODIK 
t'. 

The  United  ^tATSs 


i  No.  90. 


DEPOSITIONS. 
Filed  June  29,  1883. 


In  the  above-entitled  caase  the  counsel  for  the  claimant  and  for  the  United  States 
agreed  to  take  the  depositions  of  the  witnesses  hereinafter  named,  before  the  under- 
signed notary  and  special  commissioner,  on  thi8  23dday  of  Jane,  1^ ;  F.  F,  Perrodin 
for  claimant,  and  W.  O.  Denegre  for  the  United  States. 

Theodore  D.  Kalcourt,  being  duly  sworn  on  the  part  of  the  claimant,  depoeeth 
and  says : 

Question.  What  is  your  name,  age,  and  oconpation,  and  where  do  yon  reside  f— 
Answer.  My  name  is  Theodore  D.  Kalconrt;  I  am  fifty-five  years  of  age;  I  am  t 
planter  since  1855 ;  I  reside  near  Grand  Cotean,  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry ;  I  am 
not  related  to  claimant ;  I  have  no  interest  in  this  claim,  and  I  am  not  agent  or  at- 
torney for  either  of  the  parties. 

Q.  Have  you  known  Thelesmar  Gnidry,  and  were  you,  or  not,  a  near  neighbor  of 
his  before  and  after  the  late  war  f — A.  Yes;  living  about  1|  miles  from  htm. 

Q.  At  the  beginning  of  the  war  did  yon  [knowT  whether  said  Onidry  had  any  cot- 
ton on  bis  plantation ;  and,  if  any, how  much? — A.  In  1800  he  had  a  cnb  Aill,  whioJi, 
in  my  opinion,  contained  from  eighteen  to  twenty  bales  of  cotton,  besicles  a  galleiy 
attached  to  his  com-orib  before  tUe  ending  of  the  picking  of  the  crop ;  Mr.  Goidiy 
told  me  he  had  from  four  to  five  bales  of  cotton  in  that  gallery. 

Q.  After  that  period  did  said  Gnidry  continue  to  make  cotton  t — ^A.  Tes. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  of  your  own  knowledge  or  by  comparison  the  size  of  the  cotton-crib 
above  alluded  to  by  you  f — A.  I  do  not  think  from  my  recollection  of  it  that  the  crib 
could  have  contained  less  than  eighteen  or  twenty  baJee. 

Q.  What  was  the  average  Crop  of  cotton  made  by  yourself  up  to  the  time  of  the 
war  T— A.  From  1859  to  18^  I  made  5&  bales  of  400  pounds  each. 

Q.  Did  said  Guidry  cultivate  about  the  same  quantity  of  land  and  with  about  tbe 
same  force  as  you  did  f — ^A.  Guidry's  land  was  somewhat  superior  to  mine  in  fertWity, 
there  being  a  good  deal  of  white  land  in  mine,  and  our  laboring  forces  were  nearij 
equal. 

Q.  Were  the  crops  of  1860  and  1861  shipped  or  placed  on  market  or  kept  at  home  bj 
farjnersf — ^A.  Before  the  war  the  crops  were  hardly  shipped  before  spring  of  the  fol- 
lowing year,  but  the  crops  of  1860  and  1861  were  kept  at  nome  on  account  of  the  war. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Jean  Pierre  Rubienf— A.  I  do;  and  have  known  him  since s boy. 

Q.  State,  without  prejudice,  his  general  reputation  with  regard  to  truth,  veracity, 
and  competency  as  a  witness  f — ^A.  If  I  were  on  a  Jury  and  he  was  a  witneas  on  the 
trial  of  a  case  I  would  attach  no  importance  to  his  testimony,  as  he  would  swmtm 
much  to  a  lie  as  to  the  truth. 

Cross-examined  by  W.  O.  Denegre,  special  counsel  for  the  United  States: 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  on  Thelesmar  Guldrv's  place  and  ascertain  the  cubic  oontents 
of  the  cotton-crib  by  actual  measurement  7— A.  No,  sir ;  but  from  houses  on  my  own 
place  I  iudge  about  what  those  buildings  of  Thelesmar'^  could  contain. 

Q.  Did  not  the  quantity  of  cotton  made  before  the  war  and  even  since  depend  i 
good  deal  on  the  personal  qualities  of  the  planter,  and  the  amount  of  industry  sod 
energy  and  Judgment  displayed  by  him  in  his  management  of  his  plantation  f~A  It 
did,  sir. 

Q.  Have  yon  not  seen  planters  working  a  moderate  foree  make  more  cotton  tbu 
others  working  double  their  foree  f-*A.  Yes ;  but  very  often  it  wonld  depend  on  the 
land. 

O.  What  was  about  the  average  nuantity  of  cotton  made  to  the  acre  by  planton 
beiore  the  war ;  I  speak  of  the  Tana  in  Mr.  T.  Gnidry's  neighborhood  f — A.  From  a 
half  to  three-quarters  of  a  bale  to  the  acre. 

Q.  Was  not  Mr.  T.  Guidry,  Just  prior  to  the  war  and  during  the  war,  much  addietad 
to  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquors T— A.  He  did,  sir;  the  years  1859,  1860,  and  IdSl 
were  extraordinary  years  for  cotton  ;  they  were  not  good  for  com  though;  they  were 

Q.  What  was  about  the  average  weight  of  cotton  in  your  neighborhood  per  bsle 
prior  to  and  up  to  the  time  of  the  war  f— A.  The  average  was  about  400  pounds. 

Q.  When  did  the  war  commence  f— A.  About  the  month  of  April,  1861. 

Q.  You  say  that  planters  almost  universally  kept  their  cotton,  the  growth  of  tii« 
crops  of  1860  and  1661,  on  their  planUtions ;  did  not  that  depend  a  good  deid  on  the 
ad^nces  which  had  been  maAft  to  t^wiiXi^  ^SkMbvc  w^lton  factors  f— A.  No,  sir ;  it  wse 
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tba  ^iieral  usage  before  the  war  not  to  ship  before  March  and  May  of  the  year  fol- 
lowiDf(  the  crop. 

Q.  Uo  yoa  mean  to  say  that  the  cotton  planter  who  was  indebted  to  his  fSftctor  in 
New  Orleans  held  back  the  cotton  for  four  or  five  months  after  it  had  been  haled  f— 
A.  Ye^,  sir ;  the  settling  time  was  between  the  let  of  March  and  the  1st  of  May. 

Q.  What  oiiantity  of  com  did  yon  have  on  hand  in  April,  1863? — ^A.  1  had  between 
40  and  45  bales ;  some  12  bales*  of  my  cotton  were  taken,  and  the  residue  of  my  crop  I 
disposed  of  after  the  war. 

Q.  Did  you  never  hear  of  any  planters  disposing  of  their  crops  in  1861  and  1862  f — 
A.  1  did  not. 

Q.  Who  owns  the  Thelesmar  Quidry  place  at  this  time  t — ^A.  A  Mr.  Andrus ;  he 
bought  it  a  year  or  two  ago. 

Q.  When  did  it.  go  out  of  the  possession  and  ownership  of  T.  Gnidry  or  his  heirs  f — 
A.  Some  three,  four,  or  five  years  ago. 

Q.  Were  yoa  iii  the  war  t — ^A.  I  was  in  the  army,  and  went  in  there  some  time  in 
Jane,  1864. 

Q.  Were  you  not  connected  with  the  army  prior  to  that  time  f — ^A.  No ;  except  in 
the  militia. 

Q.  Were  you  not  living  in  Opelousas  or  Grand  Ooteau  in  1863  f — A.  No ;  I  was  liv- 
ing on  my  place. 

Q.  Were  yon  made  a  prisoner  by  either  the  Confederates  or  the  Federals ;  if  so,  when 
and  how  long  and  where  were  you  detained  f — A.  I  was  made  a  prisoner ;  I  was  taken 
at  my  house  as  a  simple  citizen  by  the  Federals ;  was  taken  to  New  Orleans ;  this  was 
the  15th  October,  1863,  and  I  was  released  the  same  year  on  the  eve  of  Christmas. 

Re-examined  by  Mr.  Pbrrotbit  : 

Q.  When  you  stated  on  cross-examination  that  you  never  knew  of  any  farmer  dis- 
posing of  his  crop  daring  the  years  1860  and  1861,  do  you  mean  that  their  crops  were 
not  placed  upon  the  market  or  not  sold  to  home  merchants  f — ^A.  I  think  they  were 
sold  in  the  country  here. 

TH.  D.  KALCOUKT, 
John  F.  Smith, 

Notary  P^hUo  and  Special  Cammi$sumer. 

JX7US8  Patelin,  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  Qovernment,  being  duly 
sworn,  deposes : 

My  name  is  Jules  Petelin ;  I  am  a  merchant  in  Grand  Coteau ;  I  am  twenty-eight 
yearn  of  age. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  a  colored  man  named  Jean  Pierre  Reuben,  formerly  a  slave 
of  Thelesmar  Gnidry,  and  now  residing  near  the  old  plantation  or  on  a  part  of  itt-^ 
Answer.  I  know  him. 

Q.  How  long  have  yon  known  himf — A.  Some  seven  or  eight  years. 

Q.  How  did  you  make  his  acquaintance f — A.  By  seeing  hira  in  the  store  in  which 
I  was  employed;  I  have  always  heard  him  spoken  of  as  a  good  customer,  and  as  one 
^ho  paid  his  bills. 

Q.  Is  he  not  a  thrifty  and  industrious  man  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  far  his  place  is  from  Grand  Coteau,  where  you  reside  f — ^A, 
8ome  4  <»r  5  miles. 

Q.  Doea  he  not  own  the  land,  or  is  he  not  reputed  to  own  the  land,  which  he  cnltl- 
Tatesf — A.  I  could  not  exactly  tell. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  affecting  the  good  character,  repntation,  and  standing  of 
Beubeuf— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Does  he  deal  with  you  at  this  timef — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  does  a  part  of  his  bnaineea 
with  me. 

Q.  Are  yon  willing  to  sell  him  goods  on  credit  to  be  paid  out  of  his  oropT—A.  Yes^ 
sir;  I  am. 

Cross-examination : 

O.  In  a  case  of  this  kind  do  you  consider  Jean  Pierre  Rubin  a  competent  witness, 
and  wonld  yon  attach  any  importance  to  his  testimony  f — ^A.  I  cannot  say ;  I  have  no 
right  to  Jndge  one  way  or  tbe  other. 

Q.  Wonld  yon  give  the  same  answer  with  renrd  to  the  testimonv  of  Theodore  D. 
KaJconrt,  Madame  Telesmar  Gnidry,  and  Jules  Perrodin,  and  woula  you  consider  the 
testimony  of  Jean  Pierre  Robin  as  good  as  the  testimony  of  the  parties  whose  namea 
are  in  this  qaestion  f 

(This  qne»»tion  is  objected  to.  The  counsel  for  the  Government  has  not  brought  in 
question  the  good  names  or  characters  of  Mrs.  Guidry  or  of  Mr.  Perrodin,  or  of  Sfr.  D. 
Kalconrt.    There  is  no  need  of  iusti toting  comparisons.) 

A.  I  have  not  known  Mrs.  Guidry  since  I  was  a  small  boy ;  I  know  both  Messrs. 
Kalconrt  and  Mr.  Perrodin,  and  I  would  give  credit  to  their  statements. 
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Q.  Would  yoa  oonaider  the  stAtement  of  Jean  Pierre  Reuben,  in  the  trial  of  a  cause, 
ae  the  statemente  of  D.  Kalcourt  and  Perrodinf— A.  1  could  not  answer  that. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  knows  the  importance  and  moral  obli- 
gation of  an  oath  f 
(Objected.    Witness  should  be  asked  what  he  knows,  not  what  he  belieres.) 
A.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

JULES  PETELIN. 
John  F.  Smith, 

Notary  Publie  and  Special  Cammi$Honer» 

Jo^  ScHRKWE,  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  sworn,  says: 

I  am  clerking  at  this  time;  I  am  52  years  old  ;  I  reside  in  Grand  Coteaii,  where  I 
have  been  living  twenty-eight  years. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  colored  man  named  Jean  Pieire  Reuben  f — ^A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  him  f— A.  For  the  last  twenty  years. 

Q.  Do  3' on  know  if  he  is  an  industrious,  thrifty  man  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  is. 

Q.  Have  ^ou  ever  traded  with  him  f — A.  Tes,  sir. 

Q.  What  IS  his  practice  as  to  meeting  his  obligations  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  as  much  si  I 
know. 

Q.  Has  he  good  credit  in  the  stores  in  Grand  Coteau  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  his  credit  ii 
perfectly  good. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  affecting  the  good  name,  standing,  and  character  of 
Reuben  f — A.  1  do  not. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Perrodin  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  knows  the  importance  and  moral  ob- 
ligations of  an  oath  f — A.  I  could  not  tell  that.  1  have  never  had  any  dealings  of  that 
kind  with  him. 

Q.  Have  you  never  heard  that  he  was  arrested  and  brought  into  court,  charged 
with  a  criminal  offense  T — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  yon  consider  him  a  man  of  sound  mind  and  good  intelligence f — ^A.  Yes,  sir; 
for  an  ordinary  common  man. 

JOHN  SCHREWE. 

John  ll".  Smith, 

Notary  Public  and  Special  Commisiioner, 

M.  Andrus,  sworn  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  says: 

I  am  a  bookkeeper.  I  am  37  years  of  age.  I  reside  in  Grand  Coteau,  and  have  re- 
sided in  Grand  Coteau  since  about  the  year  1460. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  a  colored  man  named  Jean  Pierre  Reuben? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  known  himf — A.  Since  I  lived  here;  have  known  more  of 
him  Kinre  the  last  four  or  five  years  with  him.  He  has  been  trading  at  the  store  where 
I  have  kept  books. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  if  he  is  an  industrious,  thrifty  man  T — A.  That  is  the  reputatioD 
whicli  he  bears. 

Q.  What  credit  has  he  in  the  ntores  at  Grand  Coteau  f — ^A.  I  consider  his  credit  very 
good. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  affecting  injuriously  the  character,  good  name,  and  stand- 
ing of  Reuben? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not ;  as  a  negro  he  is  considered  a  good  negro. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Pxrrodik  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  is  aware  of  the  importance  and  moral 
obligations  of  an  oath  f — A.  That  is  rather  a  difficult  question  to  answer.  I  answer, 
I  do  not  know. 

O.  Do  yon  know  or  not,  judging  from  his  intellect  or  his  intelligence,  he  could  be 
innucnceid  to  say  what  is  desired  of  him  f — A.  My  answer  is  the  same->I  do  not  know. 

Q.  On  the  trial  of  a  cause  would'  you  attach  as  much  importance  to  the  teetimonj 
of  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  as  you  would  to  the  testimony  of  any  man  who  is  a  citizen 
known  to  yon  I 

(Objected  to  as  involving  an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  witness.) 

A.  1  wonid  not.    There  are  men  in  ^hose  statements  1  would  have  less  confiaenoe 

than  in  those  of  Reuben,  and  there  are  men  in  whose  statements  I  would  have  greater 

confidence.    I  would  not  feel  myself  Justified  to  decide  solely  upon  his  evidence  if  be 

was  influenced,  because  I  do  not  consider  him  a  very  intelligent  man.    He  is  a  good 

negro. 

MENTOR  ANDRUa 

John  F.  Smith, 

Notary  Puhlic  and  Special  Commiirioner. 
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JULRS  PeRHODIN 
V. 

Thje  United  States 


i  No.  90. 


The  undersigned,  respectively  counsel  for  the  claimant  and  for  the  Government^ 
consent  to  take  evidence  for  claimant  and  for  the  defeuse  hefore  John  F.  Smith,  esq., 
notary  public,  and  waiving  the  issuing  of  a  commissioner  from  Washington. 

W.  O.  DENEGRE, 

For  the  United  States. 
F.  F.  PERRODIN, 

Far  Claimant 
Grand  Coteau,  June  23, 1883. 
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JUI.B8  PeRRODIN 
r. 
Thx  United  States 


•K 


This  is  a  claim  for  cotton  and  sugar  taken  and  used  by  the  armies  of  the  United 
States  from  the  memorialist  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  and  State  of  Louisiana,  in 
May  and  November,  1863,  and  March,  1864,  during  the  late  war.  (See  items.  Record, 
pp.  8, 9.) 

CITIZENSHIP  AND  ALIENAGE. 

Jules  Perrodin,  the  memorialist  and  claimant,  was  bom  on  the  27th  day  of  March, 
1820,  in  the  town  of  Tarcia,  Department  of  the  Jura,  France,  and  has  resided  between 
the  13th  day  of  April,  1861,  and  the  20th  of  August,  1866,  or  continuously  since  1866, 
in  the  town  of  Opelousss,  parish  of  Saint  Lan£-y,  and  State  of  Louisiana.  (Record^ 
pp.  7, 29, 36, 39, 60.) 

The  memorialist  has  never  been  naturalized  or  taken  any  steps  to  be  naturalized  in 
any  other  country,  nor  renounced,  surrendered,  or  impaired  his  allegiance  to  the  Goy- 
emment  of  France.    (Record,  pp.  7,  29,  36;  Opinion  Court  of  Claims,  p.  243.) 

It  is  true  that  he  was  conscripted  by  the  Confederate  enrolling  officer  for  tne  parish 

of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana,  and  enrolled  in  the  Twenty-eighth^Regiment  Louisiana 

Volunteers,  C.  S.  A. ;  but  he  resisted  the  enrollment  by  applying  for  a  writ  of  kabeae 

eorpue  before  the  court  of  the  eighth  Judicial  district  of  Louisiana,  alleging  that  he 

Was  a  French  subject,  and  there&re  not  liable  to  the  operation  of  the  conscript  laws 

of  the  Confederate  States ;  and  upon  hearing  the  court  ordered^  adjudged,  and  decreed 

that  the  memorialist  be  released  and  discharged  as  a  conscript  in  the  said  Confederate 

army  on  the  27th  day  of  January,  A.  D.  It^.    Whereupon  he  was  discharged  the 

«ery  ice  of  the  Confederate  States  in  pursuance  of  the  Judgment  of  said  district  court, 

June  18, 1864,  by  command  of  Oen.  £.  Kirby  Smith,  of  the  Confederate  army.    (Record, 

pp.  27  to  3:),  36, 40.) 

Items  3  and  4  of  this  claim  (p.  8)  were  included  in  the  petition  filed  before  the  Court 
of  Claims  for  360  bales  of  cotton  and  8  hogsheads  of  sugar,  but  before  trial  and  Judg* 
nieDt  in  that  case  for  the  claimant,  the  cotton  and  sugar  was  abandoned  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  taken  for  the  immediate  use  and  consumption  of  the  Army,  while  in  order 
to  recoyer  under  the  act  of  the  12th  of  March,  1863  (the  captured  and  abandoned  prop- 
erty act),  proof  was  required  that  the  proceeds  arising  from  the  sale  of  the  property 
reached  the  Treasury ;  therefore,  as  the  Court  of  Claims  did  not  have  Jurisdiction  of 
aaid  items  3  and  4,  they  were  abandoned  before  the  trial,  no  woofs  being  taken  or 
aabmitted.    (Record,  pp.  8, 34, 35, 36. ) 

No  assignment  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  the  memorial,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  any 
interest  therein,  has  been  made,  nor  has  the  memorialist,  or  any  otner  person,  receiyed 
the  amount  claimed,  or  any  part  thereof.    (Record,  pp.  10, 35. ) 

OWNERSHIP. 

Items  1  and  2  are  withdrawn,  as  they  fall  under  the  provision  of  Article  II,  of  the 
treaty  of  1880,  as  interpreted  by  a  diplomatic  arrangement  under  dates  of  17-21 
December,  1881,  p.  247. 

|-  Item  3.  The  memorialist  purchased  this  cotton  from  Thelismar  Gnidry.  In  Septem- 
ber, 1862,  he  purchased  20  bales,  and  in  March,  1863,  be  purchased  18,000  pounds  of 
cotton  in  the  seed,  which  would  make  15  bales  of  ginned  cotton,  estimating  1,200 
pounds  of  seed  cotton  to  the  bale  of  400  pounds,  which  would  make,  with  the  20  bales, 
35  bales  of  cotton  in  all  purchased  from  Guidry.  Of  these  35  bales  the  claimant  re- 
oeiyed  12  bales,  leaying  the  23  bales  claimed,   but  which  is  now  reduced  to  the  18 
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bales  abandoned  in  case  before  Court  of  Claims^  the  balance  being  overlooked  br 
olaimant  at  the  time  of  the  aaid  action,  is  abandoned  in  this  ease,  which  were  left 
stored  on  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidr^  antil  taken  by  the  Union  troops. 

According  to  the  evidence  of  Constance  Guidry,  the  widow  of  Thelismar  Gnidij^ 
deceased,  her  husband  sold  to  claimant  about  45  bales  of  cotton,  but  as  she  testified 
merely  from  recollection  we  have  adopted  the  estimate  made  by  the  claimant  him- 
self, above  stated,  as  he  tt^tifies  from  his  books  and  the  bill  of  sale  in  evidence.  (Notice 
of  withdrawal,  p.  247 ;  Jules  Perrodin,  pp.  33,  34 ;  Bill  of  sale,  pp.  61,  62 ;  Constance 
Gnidry,  pp.  24,  25 ;  Achille  Babineau,  p.  100 ;  Thelismar  Guidry,  p.  101 ;  Theodore 
D.  Kalcourt  pp.  248,  249.) 

Item  4.  8  hogsheads  of  sugar. 

This  sugar  was  purchased  by  the  claimant  in  December,  1863,  from  Offntt  Brothers, 
near  Washington,  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  Louisiana,  and  left  in  the  custody  of  W. 
B.  Gibson,  who  had  charge  of  the  plantation  of  the  Offntt  Brothers,  wbere  it  was 
taken  by  the  Union  army.    (Antoinette  Thiebaut,  p.  19 ;  Jules  Perrodin,  p.  35.) 

SEIZURE  AND  APPROPRIATION. 

Item  3.  In  the  months  of  October  and  November,  1863,  the  cotton  described  in 
Item  3  (p.  8)^  was  seized  and  taken  possession  of  by  the  commands  of  Generals  Grover 
and  McGinnis,  of  General  Banks's  army,  from  the  plantation  of  Thelismar  Guidry,  sit- 
uate in  Carroncrow  Bayou,  in  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  State  of  Louisiana,  and 
used  for  bedding  and  hospital  purposes  by  the  officers  and  soldiers  after  the  battle  of 
Bayou  Bourbeanx.  (See  Generals  Ord.  and  Washburn's  reports,  Frank  Moore's  Re- 
bellion Record,  Vol.  8,  Doc.  7,  149.  War  Department  Record,  pp.G9,280;  Constance 
Gnidry,  pp.24,  25,  55,  56;  Angustin  Dominique,  pp.52,  53,  54;  Jules  Perrodin,  pp.33, 
34;  Achille  Babineau,  p.  100.) 

Item  4.  The  sugar  in  this  item  was  seized  and  taken  possession  of  by  the  officers 
and  soldiers  of  fourth  division  and  thirteenth  army  corps,  under  command  of  General 
Banks,  in  the  month  of  March,  1864,  from  the  claimant  on  the  plantation  of  Offntt 
Brothers,  Saint  Landry  Parish,  Louisiana,  and  used  for  the  benefit  of  the  United 
States  army.  (Antoinette  Thiebaut,  pp.  19,  20 ;  Otis  Lunt,  pp.  56,  57 ;  Jules  Peiio- 
din,  p.  35.) 

6AINT  LAKDRT  PARISH,  LOUI8IAKA,  WAS  IN  THE  POSSESSION  OF  THE  UNION  ABMT  IK 

1863-^64. 

General  Banks's  army  was  in  possession  and  occupancy  of  Saint  Labdry  Parish, 
Louisiana,  in  May  and  November,  1863,  and  March,  1864,  when  the  claimant's  properly 
was  taken.  General  Banks  in  a  letter  addressed  to  General  Halleck,  dated  Opeloosis, 
La. ,  May  4, 1863,  says :  '^  I  mav  say  that  20,000  beeves,  mules,  and  horses  have  been  for- 
waided  to  Brashear  City,  with  5,000  bales  of  cotton  and  many  hogsheads  of  sugar.'' 
(War  Department  Records.    Record,  p.  78.) 

Union  forces  under  Gtoneral  Banks  occupied  Opelonsas,  La.,  April  20, 1863.  (Moore's 
Rebellion  Record,  vol.  6.    Diar^  of  Events,  p.  65.    Documents,  pp.  527  to  546.) 

Genera]  Franklin's  column  of  General  Banks's  army  entered  Opelonsas,  October  21, 
1863,  at  noon.     (Moore's  Rebellion  Record,  voL  7,  p.  65,  Diary  of  Events.) 

THE  VALUE  OF  THE  PROPERTY  WHEN  TAKEN,  WITH  INTKRE8T. 

Item  3.    (Now  18  bales  cotton.) 

The  claimant  says  (p.  34)  that  this  cotton  averaged  400  pounds  to  the  bale,  which 
for  18  bales  would  make  7,200  pounds  of  cotton. 

Mrs.  Constance  Guidry  says  (p.  24)  that  this  cotton  was  taken  after  the  battle  of 
Bayou  Bourbeanx,  wluch  was  fought  on  the  7th  of  November,  186:). 

According  to  the  Prite  Current,  pp.  65,  66,  cotton  was  worth  from  65  to  73  cents  per 
pound  for  the  month  of  November,  1863— take  the  difference,  69  oents.  For  7,:iiOO 
pounds  of  cotton  at  69  cents  would  amount  to  $4,968. 

Item  4.  (Eight  hogsheads  sugar.) 

The  claimant  says  (p.  35)  that  the  sugar  was  bought  by  him  in  the  month  of  De- 
cember, 1863,  and  taken  by  the  Federals  in  1864. 

Mrs.  Thiebaut  says  (p.  20)  that  the  sugar  was  sold  by  Offott  Brothers  to  Mr.  Per- 
rodiD  about  a  year,  as  far  as  she  can  remember,  before  it  was  taken. 

The  claimant  says  (p.  35)  that  the  8  hogsheads  of  sugar  weighed  in  the  ainrreffats 
9,600  pounds. 

Mrs.  Thiebaut  says  (p.  20)  that  at  the  time  the  sugar  was  taken  she  obtained  S5 
cents  in  silver  per  pound,  but  we  will  take  the  price  given  in  the  memorial — ^  cents, 
which  for  9,600  pounds,  at  22  cents,  would  make  $2,112. 

The  total  value  of  items  3  and  4  is  $7,080,  for  which  an  award  is  asked  with  lotereat 
^m  the  date  of  the  respective  seizures  of  the  claimant's  property  by  the  United  States. 

The  opinion  of  the  Court  of  ClaVtnft  \u  Wic^  ca£i&  qC  Jules  Perrodin  v.  The  United  States, 
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No.- 3546, 18  submitted  as  further  evidence  of  the  abandonment  of  the  18  bales  of  cot- 
ton and  8  hoesheads  of  sogar  at  that  trial,  as  appears  from  second  paragraph  of  the 
opinion,  p.  243. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

THEODORE  H.  N.  McPHERSON, 

Special  Cowutlfwr  JuU$  Pvrrodim* 
Charlbs  Adolphie  De  Cbambrun, 

CaunHUfor  iht  Frtnok  Btpuhlio* 
Aixx.  Porter  Morse, 

As9iBiant  CounuL 

Washington,  SepUmb^r  1, 1883. 


BRIEF  OF  COUNSEL  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATEa 


JUUCS  PSRRODIN 

r. 
The  Untied  States 


V  No.  90. 


The  claimant  in  his  memorial  asks  compensation — 

Ist.  For  7  bales  of  cotton,  taken  by  the  Government  forces  in  1863. 

2d.  1  bale. 

3d.  23  bales. 

In  his  brief  (p.  3)  he  limits  his  claim  to  18  bales  instead  of  23,  as  set  forth  in  the 
third  item  of  his  memorial. 

He  sa^s  (p.  34  printed  evidence)  that  in  September,  1862,  he  purchased  from  Thelea- 
mar  Guidi^,  of  the  parish  of  Saint  Landry,  20  bales  of  cotton  in  seed,  and  that  on  the 
11th  March,  1863,  he  bought  from  Onidry  18,000  pounds  of  cotton  in  the  seed;  that 
the  cotton  at  the  time  of  purchase  was  in  two  cotton-houses  on  the  Thelesmar  Guidry 
plantation ;  that  it  remained  there  until  the  second  invasion  of  the  Federal  troops  in 
October  and  November,  1863,  when  it  was  taken  possession  of  by  the  Federal  forces, 
and  all  lost  to  him  except  12  bales,  which  he  seciued  and  caused  to  be  ginned. 

The  claimant  has  introduced  in  evidence  the  testimony  of  Thelesmar  Guidry,  taken 
on  the  29th  December,  1868,  in  the  snit  of  F.  Perrodin  v.  The  United  States,  No.  3546 
of  the  Court  of  Claims.    (See  page  99,  printed  evidence.) 

Guidry  says  he  sold  Perrodin  on  the  12th  September,  1862,  20  bales  of  cotton  In 
seed,  and  that  on  the  11th  March,  1863,  he  sold  him  18,000  pounds  of  cotton  in  the 
seed;  he  says  Perrodin  recovered  some  15  or  18  bales  out  of  the  lots  sold  to  him. 

We  will  remark,  en  poasatii,  that  a  cross-examination  of  the  witnesses  in  1868  in 
these  cotton  cases,  then  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  was  the  only  expedient  resorted 
to  by  the  Government  to  verify  their  correctness ;  that  no  (government  agent  was  at 
that  time  sent  to  the  places  of  alleged  loss  to  examine  into  the  facts  of  each  case. 

Thelesmar  Guidry  died  some  years  ago. 

Thelesmar  Guidry  in  3546,  p.  7,  states  that  the  cotton  sold  to  Perrodin  was  raised 
in  the  year  1861.  He  was  in  the  Confederate  army  when  the  Federal  forces  took  the 
cotton. 

The  widow  of  Thelesmar  Guidry  was  heard  as  a  witness  on  behalf  of  the  claimant, 
and  was  examined  not  less  than  four  times.  In  her  first  examination  (page  24)  she 
estimated  the  number  of  bales  sold  to  Perrodin  as  forty-five.  In  her  second  examina- 
tion (page  55)  she  says  that  the  year  previous  to  the  taking  of  the  cotton,  that  is,  in 
the  year  1862,  her  husband  made  on  the  place  from  50  to  ^  bales;  "  that  the  crop  of 
the  year  1862  had  been  baled  and  sold  to  different  parties ; ''  that  for  a  series  of  years 
'*  we  were  in  the  habit  of  making  from  45  to  60  bales  of  cotton." 

She  was  examined  for  the  third  time  at  page  237,  and  was  aq|^ed  on  direct  examina- 
tion : 

"  Q.  Jean  Pierre  Reuben  testified  there  never  was  more  than  from  five  to  ten  bales 
of  cotton  made  by  your  husband  yearly  on  his  plantation ;  is  that  a  factf — ^A.  He  was 
far  from  right ;  we  made  annually  from  18  to  24  bales. 

'*Q.  Do  vou  recollect  how  many  bales  you  made  in  the  years  1862  and  1863,  re- 
spectively T— A.  About  the  number  I  have  just  stated. 

"  Q.  Do  yon  know  how  much  cotton  there  was  on  your  plantation  when  the  Fed- 
erals took  itf — A.  We  estimated  the  amount  of  cotton  then*  at  from  40  to  45  bales. 

"  Q.  This  was  then  the  crop  of  two  years  t — A.  It  was." 

For  the  fourth  time  this  lady  was  examined,  at  page  240. 

On  this  occasion  she  stated  she  had  made  an  error  in  asserting  that  18  to  24  bales 
were  raised  annually  on  the  place ;  that  she  'Ms  positive  that  more  cotton  than  above 
was  made;  I  now  reaffirm  all  the  statements  made  by  me  in  my  affidavit  taken  before 
John  F.  Morragh  and  also  all  the  statements  contained  in  my  previous  testimony." 

Mrs.  Guidry  states  that  the  cotton  on  the  place,  and  taken  and  destroyed  by  the 
Federals,  was  the  product  of  two  years.    She  states  that  the  crop  of  1862  was  baled 
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-and  sold.    Then,  if  her  statements  are  correct,  the  cotton  taken  uiast  have  been  the 

Cduct  of  the  crops  of  1861  and  1863,  or  of  1860  and  1861.  The  cotton  could  not  have 
n  proilnced  in  18613 ;  fint,  because  the  first  Federal  invasion  of  the  parish  of  Saint 
Landry  was  in  April,  1863,  when  the  slaves  almost  universally  deserted  the  planta- 
tions and  followed  the  Federal  Army.  It  is,  besides,  in  proof  that  the  most  of  Gnidry's 
slaves  abandoned  this  plantation  in  April,  1863,  and  thenceforward  it  was  a  desperate 
struggle  for  existence,  and  breadstuffs^  not  cotton,  were  raised.  The  season  for  cot- 
ton-picking is  between  August  and  January,  and  it  is  alleged  that  the  cotton  was 
taken  in  October  and  November.  1863.  If  the  crop  of  1862  was  ginned  and  disposed 
of  as  Mrs.  Guidry  says,  it  is  singular  that  the  crop  of  1861  had  not  likewise  been  ginned 
and  sold. 

It  is  in  proof  that  the  cotton  when  sold  to  Perrodin  was  unginned  and  in  the  seed.  It 
is  nowhere  asterted  or  proved  tbat  the  cotton  was  weighed,  or  any  definite  steps  taken 
to  ascertain  the  exact  number  of  pounds.  Perrodin  seems  to  have  been  satisned  with 
the  assurances  of  Guidiy.  Cotton  is  sometimes  sold  in  the  seed.  This  practice  pre- 
.  Tailed  to  a  much  greater  extent  during  the  war.  But  a  final  settlement  was  never 
made  until  the  exact  number  of  bales  and  the  weights  of  the  bales  were  ascertained 
by  ginning  and  baling. 

Perrodin  says  (p.  34):  ''I  only  recovered  12  bales,  and  the  balance  was  taken  as 
stated  by  said  witness,  Constance  Guidrr.''  Whether  he  "  recovered  "  these  12  bales 
before  the  Federal  invasion,  or  whether  he  went  on  the  camping  grounds  and  picked 
it  up  after  it  hafd  been  scattered  around  by  the  troops,  we  have  not  been  informed. 
Most  probably  it  was  ginned  and  baled  before  the  invasion. 

We  omitted  to  notice  the  testimony  of  one  Dominique  Augnstin,  at  pages  58, 53,  and 
54,  and  sworn  for  claimant.  He  says  there  were  some  45  bales  of  cotton  on  the  plan- 
tation at  the  time  of  the  Federal  invasion.  He  says  (p.  53):  ''That  it  was  taken;'' 
that  is,  in  1863,  which  we  have  shown  was  an  impossibility.  He  "  knows  there  were 
45  bales  or  more  on  said  plantation  at  said  time  because  of  the  size  of  the  buildings 
containing  aaid  cotton,  in  which  buildings  the  crop  of  the  previous  year,  which  was 
a  lar^r  crop,  had  been  stored." 

This  is  the  claimant's  case. 

Jean  Pierre  Reuben  was  heard  on  behalf  of  the  Government.  Reuben  was  a  slave 
of  Guidry.  Reuben,  Augnstin  Dominique,  and  Victoria  Green  are  the  only  persons 
now  livinc  who  could  be  found,  and  who  were  on  the  Guidry  place  in  1863,  at  tne  time 
of  the  Federal  invasion.  Guidry  had  two  cribs  on  his  place ;  one  a  com-orib  and  the 
other  a  cotton-crib.  He  had  no  gin  on  his  place,  and  ginned  his  cotton  on  a  neighbor- 
ing plantation.  This  fact  affords  evidence  of  the  sniaTlness  of  his  crib,  for  a  gin-boose 
and  gin  are  of  small  cost,  and  there  was  no  planter  making  45  or  50  bales  who  did  not 
own  his  own  gin.  It  was  those  who  made  a  few  bales,  from  1  to  20,  that  were  accus- 
tomed to  gin  their  cotton  at  the  gin-houses  of  their  neighbors.  Reuben  was  asked 
(page  221): 

*'  Q.  Can  you  tell  us  if  there  was  any  cotton  on  the  Thelesmar  Guidry  place  when 
the  Federals  came  there,  and,  if  so,  how  many  bales? — A.  There  was  cotton  there; 
there  was  a  cotton  crib  on  the  place  which  when  filled  contained  10  bales;  I  don't 
think  it  was  quite  full  when  the  Federals  came. 

"  Q.  Was  that  cotton  ginned  or  unginned  f — A.  It  was  unginned. 

"  Q.  What  became  of  that  cotton  f — A.  When  I  returned  to  the  plantation  I  saw  the 
cotton  around  the  various  places  where  the  Federals  had  camped  and  slept." 

Ou  cross-examination  (p.  223)  Reuben  was  asked : 

*'  Q.  Was  there  not  cotton  in  two  cribs  on  the  plantation  T — A.  No,  sir;  there  were 
only  two  cribs ;  one  a  cotton-crib  and  the  other  a  corn-crib." 

Victoria  Green  was  examined  at  p.  229.  She  states  at  page  230  that  Jean  Pierre 
(Reuben),  one  of  her  nieces,  her  sister,  Josette,  a  mulattress,  and  herself  were  the  only 
slaves  wno  remained  on  the  plantation  after  the  first  Federal  invasion  ;  that  all  the 
others  left  the  plantation  ;  that  no  cotton  was  made  in  1863 ;  com  only  was  made. 

She  states  that  there  was  but  one  cotton-crib  on  the  place,  and  that  it  was  not  qaite 
full  when  the  Federals  came  to  the  plantation. 

She  was  asked  on  cross-examination,  at  page  231 : 

"  Q.  Are  you  positive  there  was  no  other  cotton  ou  said  plantation  except  the  oottoa 
yon  saw  in  the  crib  7— A.  There  was  no  other  cotton  except  what  was  in  the  crib." 

Kalcourt  was  heard  for  the  claimant  at  page  247.  He  is  a  planter,  and  in  ISfiO 
resided  at  a  mile  and  a  half  from  Guidry's  place.  He  says  that  in  1860  Guidry's 
crib  was  full  of  cotton,  and  judging  from  his  recollection  of  its  size  he  does  not  think 
It  would  contain  less  than  from  18  to  20  bales  of  cotton  in  the  seed. 

An  effort  was  made  by  the  claimant  to  break  down  the  testimony  of  Reuben.    To 
discredit  him  we  have  the  testimony  of  the  claimant  himself  and  of  Mrs.  Gnidry. 
The  fortunes  of  \iar  and  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  reduced  Mrs.  Guidry  to  pen- 
ary.    Reuben,  who  is  an  induatno^a,  \.\\T\i:t^  moo.,  ^^ossesses  a  portion  of  the  Guidry 
tract  of  land,  or  of  land  adjoming  \t,  W3L^i»\5i^««:3  ^ivtwwa&XawT^R.^,   Ha  owns  35  acres. 
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Znles  Petitin  and  John  Bchrewe,  both  of  Grand  Coteau,  merchants,  know  Keuben. 
His  place  is  at  a  distance  of  5  miles  from  Grand  Coteau.  They  know  nothing  affect- 
ing injnrionsly  the  character  of  Reuben  (pp.251  and  253).  They  have  both  had  deal- 
ings with  Reuben.  He  has  had  store  accounts  with  both  of  them.  He  meets  his  ob- 
ligations promptly.     He  has  good  credit  in  the  stores  at  Opelousas. 

We  submit  that  the  cotton  on  the  Gnidry  plantation  was  sold  in  a  lump ;  that  it 
was  never  baled  or  weighed,  and  hence  the  claimant  has  not  established  the  exact 
number  of  bales.  That  the  testimony  of  Reuben  and  Victoria  Green  shows  that  there 
was  but  one  cotton-crib  on  the  Guidry  plantation,  and  that  it  contained  a  less  quantity 
than  10  bales. 

The  claimant  seeks  indemnity  for  eight  hogsheads  of  sugar,  which  he  alleges  were 
taken  by  Federal  troops^  This  sugar,  it  is  asserted,  was  on  the  Offutt  plantation  in 
the  sugar-house.  The  sugar-house  is  one  mile  and  a  half  from  Washington.  The 
claimant  alleges  that  he  purchased  this  sugar  in  1663,  and  that  it  was  taken  in  1864. 
Colonel  Offutt  was  of  those  who  fled  to  Texas  with  all  his  able-bodied  negroes  when 
the  Federal  forces  invaded  Saint  Landry  Parish.  His  overseer,  it  is  true,  remained 
on  the  plantation.  The  advent  of  the  Federal  troops  iuto  Saint  Landry  meant  eman- 
cipation, and  so  it  was  so  understood  by  the  negroes.  The  power  and  authority  of  the 
master  were  entirely  subverted.  When  thus  suddenly  freed  the  negroes  did  but  little 
work.  It  was  easier  to  plunder  than  to  labor.  Colonel  Offutt  himself,  had  he  re- 
mained on  the  plantation,  could  have  exercised  but  little  authority  over  his  negroes 
or  over  those  of  his  neighbors.  What  could  have  been  expected  of  Gibson,  his  over- 
seer T  It  is  more  than  probable  that  Federal  soldiers  entered  the  sugar-house  and 
took  sugar,  but  it  is  certain  that  negroes  did  the  most  of  the  pillage.  But  giving  full 
credit  to  the  statements  of  the  overseer's  wife,  Mrs.  Gibson,  it  is  evident  that  the 
taking  amounted  to  nothing  but  pillage. 

At  page  20  she  says : 

*'Isaw  the  soldiers  in  the  act  of  taking  away  the  sugar.  The  soldiers  carried 
away  the  sugar  as  best  they  could.  Some  put  it  in  buckets,  some  put  it  into  their 
coats,  and  otners  used  their  shirts  to  carry  the  same  away.  Saw  no  sugar  carried  off 
except  in  the  manner  I  have  described.  No  ofiQcers  were  present  when  said  sugar  was 
carried  away  by  the  Federal  troops  or  destroyed." 

In  August,  1868,  Jules  Perrodin  filed  his  petition  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Claims,  3546  of  the  docket,  asking  compensation  for  the  proceeds  of  360  bales  of  cot- 
ton, which  he  alleges  were  taken  from  him  by  the  Federal  forces  in  May,  1863.  The 
Court  of  Claims  gave  judgment  for  336  bales.  This  judgment  was  based  on  the  re- 
ceipt given  by  Colonel  Sargent,  at  pages  60  and  61,  in  3546,  which  covered  315  bales  of 
cotton ;  also  seven  bales  of  cotton  which  are  said  to  have  beeu  on  Theodore  Yalade's 
plantation,  and  14  bales  which  were  on  the  Widow  Malveau's  plantation.    Thus — 

Receipt  of  Sargent  for 315 

7  bales  on  Value's  plantation 7 

On  Widow  Malveau's  plantation 14 

Total 336 

Perrodin  and  his  brother  were  storekeepers  at  Opelousas  before  and  during  the  war. 
They  did  a  considerable  business.  They  sold  goods  to  many  of  the  small  planters  in 
the  neighliorhood  of  Opelousas,  advanced  money  on  cotton^  and  purchased  consider- 
able cotton  during  the  war  and  prior  to  the  Federal  invasion  of  the  parish  of  Saint 
Landry  in  April  and  May,  1863.  Some  of  this  cotton  they  stored  in  the  immediate 
neighborhood  of  Opelousas ;  other  portions  were  purchased  and  left  with  the  vendors. 

Theodore  Yalade  was  a  friend  of  the  claimant  Perrodin.  Their  relations  were  of 
the  most  intimate  character.  Yalade  was  heard  as  a  witness  in  Perrodin's  behalf 
against  the  Government  in  3546.  Yalade,  in  1862,  acted  as  the  clerk  and  book-keeper 
of  Perrodin  (page  33  in  3546  Codrt  of  Claims).  At  page  93  of  214  Perrodin  stated 
that  he  was  very  intimate  with  Yalade. 

In  May,  1862,  when  the  Federal  forces  invaded  Saint  Landry  Parish,  Yalade  resided 
on  his  plantation  9  miles  from  Opelousas,  and  Perrodin  resided  in  the  village  of  Ope- 
lousas. The  Federals  on  the  2d  of  May,  1863,  went  to  Yalade's  plantation  and  there 
seized  and  took  away  162  bales  of  cotton.  Lieutenant  Rhoades  was  the  officer  in 
command  of  the  detachment  which  took  Yalade's  cotton,  and  he  signed  a  receipt 
which  he  delivered  to  Yalade  and  which  covered  the  162  bales. 

It  is  as  follows : 

**Statk  of  Louisiana, 

'^Parish  of  Saint  Landry: 

**  I,  the  undersigned,  do  hereby  certify  that  I  have  this  day  taken  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States  Government  from  Theodore  Yalade's  plantation  162  bales  of  cotton. 

"C.  W.C.  RHOADES, 
"  Firit  Lieutenant  Cww^an^  B.^  ^\  IflL.  ^  ^^ 
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On  the  reverse  of  the  receipt,  in  a  bold  and  legible  band,  are  tbe  following  words 
written  by  Valade  biinself : 

"  Mat  2, 1863. 
**  74  bales  belonging  to  G.  L.  Langhlanou 
"  24  bales  belonging  to  Pierre  Laberie. 
''64  bales  belonging  to  Theodore  Valade,  French  subject. 

**  162  (one  hundred  and  sixty-two)  bales.'' 
(See  testimony  of  Godefinoy  and  Babied  in  Valade,  214,  pp.  27,28,29.) 

Valade  exhibits  reflection  and  deliberation  in  the  worjls  he  has  written.  There  It 
no  hasty  action.  He  gives  both  in  figures  and  in  writing  the  exact  number  of  bales 
seized,  discloses  the  names  of  the  several  owners,  and  the  number  of  bales  belonging 
to  eacn.  The  location  of  the  cotton  is  fixed  by  the  receipt  of  the  Federal  officer  at 
Valade's  plantation,  and  Valade  even  makes  it  known  in  the  receipt  that  he  is  a  French 
snldect. 

The  receipt  for  these  162  bales  of  cotton  was  transferred  by  Valade  to  A.  P.  Nob- 
lom,  of  New  Orleans,  who  received  pay  for  them  at  the  rate  of  18  cents  per  pound. 
(See  statement  of  cotton  taken,  page  isA,  and  tbe  receipts  of  A.  P.  Noblom  at  pages 
260,  261,  and  262,  in  Valade  v.  The  United  States,  No.  214.)  Thus  Valade  parted 
with  his  receipt  for  the  162  bales  of  cotton,  and  Noblom  received  the  proceeds  of  sale 
of  them.  The  receipt  of  Colonel  Sargen4;  (iu  3546,  United  States  Court  of  Claims,  in 
Perrodin  v.  The  United  States)  shows  that  Sargent  allowed  for  17  bales  of  cotton  on 
Valade's  plantation.  In  addition,  at  page  61,  Sarsent  again  allows  for  the  additional 
number  of  seven  bales  on  Valade's  plantation,  and  these  24  bales  were  included  in  the 
Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Claims.  There  is  no  doubt  that  there  were  seventeen  bales 
of  cotton  on  the  Valade  plantation  in  May,  1B63,  purchased  either  by  Valade  or  by 
Perrodin  ftom  the  Malreaux  and  from  Petre,  as  is  set  forth  at  page  60.  Thes«t  17  bales 
were  included  in  Rhoades'  receipt,  and  the  proct^d$  paid  to  Moblom  by  Colonel  Hola- 
bird  in  1863  and  1864.  Perrodin  received  pay  for  the  same  seventeen  bales  when  he 
exhibited  bis  Judgment  from  the  Gk>vemmeut  in  3546,  Court  of  Claims.  It  may  and 
probably  will  be  said  that,  admitting  that  Valade  did  receive  the  money  for  the  cotton, 
nis  action  could  not  affect  Perrodiuls  claim. 

Suppose,  then,  that  tbe  17  bales  which  were  on  Valade's  place  belonged  to  Perrodin. 
Perrodin  and  Valade  were  intimate  friends  and  resided  within  nine  miles  of  each  other. 
Under  the  circumstances,  what  would  Perrodin  have  done  after  the  seizure  by  the  Fed- 
eral officer  f  Would  he  not  have  gone  to  Valade  and  inquired  of  him  whether  a  receipt 
had  been  given  by  the  Federal  officer  t  Valade  had  either  to  say  yes  or  no.  He  cer- 
tainly would  have  asked  the  name  of  the  officer  who  made  the  seizure.  Valade  knew  it. 
Suppose  Valade  had  told  Perrodin  that  the  officer  had  given  no  receipt.  Perrpdin 
Would  have  gone  to  Khoades,  who  would  doubtless  have  eiven  him  one.  Perrodin,  at 
page  232.  was  examined  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to  show  how  and  under  what  eir- 
ou  mstances  this  double  payment  was  made  b^  the  Government.  We  direct  the  special 
attention  of  the  commissioner  to  the  questions  put  to  Perrodin,  and  to  his  answers. 
Perrodin  was  asked  if  it  was  to  bis  knowledge  that  cotton  had  been  seized  on  Val- 
ade's plantation.  He  says  he  knew  it  through  Valade,  who  communicated  it  to  him 
through  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Army.  He  was  then  asked  if  he  knew  that 
the  Federal  officer  had  ^ven  Valade  a  receipt  for  the  cotton.  His  answer  was  that 
Valade  had  written  to  him  that  the  Federals  had  taken  his  cotton  as  well  as  that 
of  Perrodin.  He  says  that  he  saw  Valade  some  days  after  the  taking.  He  was  then 
asked  if  Valade  haa  told  him  that  the  officer  had  given  him,  Valade,  a  receipt.  To 
this  he  answered  that  he  couldn't  say  positively  whether  Valade  had  obtained  a  re- 
ceipt for  his  cotton,  but  that  be  did  not  think  he  did  obtain  the  receipt.  He  was 
again  asked  if  Valade  had  informed  bim  of  his  having  obtained  a  receipt  for  the  cot- 
ton. His  answer  was  that  he  did  not  recollect. '  He  was  asked  if  he  had  knowledge 
that  a  receipt  had  been  given  to  Valade  for  all  the  cotton  that  was  on  his,  Valade^ 
place.     Again  he  answered  that  he  did  not  recollect. 

A  photographic  copy  of  the  receipt  given  to  Valade  was  then  exhibited  to  him, 
which  he  read,  showung  that  Valade  had  obtained  the  receipt  which  he  had  trans- 
ferred. He  said  that  ne  recognized  Valade's  handwriting  and  signature.  He  wis 
then  asked  if  he  had  ever  seen  the  receipt.  Again  he  did  not  recollect.  We  submit 
that  a  careful  perusal  of  Perrodin's  testimony  shows  conclusively  that  he  knew  thst 
Valade  had  obtained  a  receipt  for  all  the  cotton  seized  and  removed  from  bis  planta- 
tion. Valade  protected  Laughland ;  he  protected  Laberie ;  why  should  he  not  hare 
protected  his  friend  Perrodin  f 

Perrodin  was  asked  at  page  236  how  many  bales  of  cotton  he  had  on  Valade*s  planta- 
tion in  May,  ld63.     He  answered,  seventeen  bales.    Perrodin  was  paid  not  only  for 
the  seventeen  bales,  bnt  he  was  paid  for  seven  bales  in  addition,  which  were  not  on 
Vaia^le's  place,  but  which  Colonel  Baxgent  «aid  were  there.    (See  the  acknowledgment 
of  Colonel  Sargent,  p.  61.^ 
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Th«  Judgment  of  the  Court  of  Claims  is  thus  framed  (p.  244,  printed  record :) 

BalM. 

Colonel  Sargent's  receipt 315 

The  seven  bales  in  addition  to  the  seventeen  on  Valade's  place 7 

On  Malveaa's  place 14 

336 

Now,  if  we  have  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners  that  Perrodin  was 
actaally  paid  by  the  Gk>vemm6nt  in  3546  for  twentj-foar  bales  (24  bales)  in  excess  of 
what  was  really,  due  to  him,  this  onght  to  operate  as  an  offNet  against  any  valid 
claim  he  may  have  for  cotton  not  embraced  in  3546  before  the  Court  of  Claims.  The 
Government  was  imposed  upon  and  swindled,  and  the  relations  that  existed  between 
Yalade  and  Perrodin  warrant  the  belief  that  Perrodin  must  have  known  that  Valade 
had  obtained  a  receipt  for  his  cotton  as  well  as  that  of  Valade. 
Respectfully  submitted. 

GEORGE  S.  BODTWELL, 
C<mn9elfar  the  United  StaiM. 
W.  O.  Dekkork, 

Stoond  AauUtani  CcmnsaZ. 


BRIEF  FOR  CLAIMANT  IN  REPLY  TO  THE  BRIEF  FOR  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Juucs  Perrodin 

V9.  >  No.  90. 

Thx  United  States. 
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The  objections  presented  in  the  defendant's  brief  against  the  claimant's  right  to  re- 
cover are  not  sustained  by  the  evidence. 

The  claimant's  alienage,  neutrality,  and  the  seizure  and  appropriation  of  his  prop- 
erty by  the  Army  not  being  controverted,  need  not  be  consiaered. 

We  will  now  consider  the  points  raised  by  the  defense. 

L 

That  the  claimant  did  not  have  the  amount  of  cotton  taken  by  the  Army  which  he 
claims. 

Item  3,  23  bales  of  cotton  is  claimed,  which  is  reduced  to  18  bales  for  reasons  set 
forth,  on  p.  3,  first  brief. 

Claimant  says  (pp.  33,  34)  that  on  the  12th  September,  1862,  he  bought  20  bales  of 
cotton  in  the  seed  from  Thelismar  Guidry  (that  is,  20  bales  of  ginned  cotton),  and  on 
llth  March,  1863,  Thelismar  Guidry  sold  him  18,000  pounds  of  cotton  in  the  seed  (15 
bales  of  ginned  cotton). 

On  pp.  61  and  62  appear  the  bill  of  sale,  receipts  given  by  Guidry  to  Perrodin,  which 
have  the  same  date  of  purchase,  September  12,  1h(>2,  March  11,  1863,  and  agreeing  in 
the  amount  and  kind  of  cotton  testified  to  by  Perrodin. 

Thelismar  Guidry,  now  dead,  on  December  29,  1868,  testified  in  case  of  Jules  Perro- 
din V,  United  States,  No.  3546,  Court  of  Claims,  introduced  in  evidence  by  defense, 
(p.  95),  says  (pp.  101,  102)  that  on  the  12th  of  September,  1862.  he  sold  20  bales  of  cot- 
ton in  the  seed,  of  400  pounds  each,  to  claimant,  which  he  obligated  himself  to  gin 
for  him,  and  on  the  llth  of  March,  1863,  he  sold  to  him  18,000  pounds  of  cotton  in  the 
seed,  which  he  was  paid  for  at  the  time  of  the  sale,  as  the  receipts  show. 

Now,  then,  if  the  evidence  of  the  vendor  and  vendee,  and  the  receipt  which  passed 
between  them,  which  agree  in  every  particular,  is  not  conclusive  proof  of  the  time 
of  the  purchase,  the  amount  and  kind  of  property  purchased  by  the  vendee  (Perro- 
din), then  nothing  is — ^no  higher  evidence  can  be  produced,  and  it  cannot  be  ques- 
tion«*d,  especially  in  the  presence  of  iuferior  nroof. 

Again,  Achille  Babineau,  the  manager  of  Tnelismar  Guidry's  plantation  at  the  time 
of  the  sale  of  the  said  cotton,  testified  December  29,  186H,  in  case  No.  3546,  Court  of 
Claims  (p.  50),  this  record  (p.  100),  that  to  his  knowledge  the  claimant  had  at  The- 
lismar Guidry's  about  30  or  40  bales  of  cotton  ;  that  in  October  and  November,  186^{, 
the  Federal  troops  under  Grover  took  lots  of  cotton  in  the  seed  at  Thelismar  Guidry's 
plantation. 

Mrs.  Guidry's  evidence  (pp.  24, 25, 240)  is  corroborative  of  the  above. 

As  counsel  Yor  the  United  States  have  gone  back  of  the  vendor's  and  vendee's  evi- 
dence and  the  receipt  which  passed  between  them  as  to  the  amount  of  cotton,  and 
endeavored  to  show  that  the  Guidry  plantation  could  not  produce  the  amount  of  cot- 
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ton  in  qaestion  in  any  one  year,  we  will  proceed  to  examine  the  proof  in  that  direc- 
tion pro  and  con. 

Mrs.  Ooidry  says  (p.  56)  that  we  were  in  the  habit  of  making  for  a  series  of  years 
from  45  to  60  bales  of  cotton. 

It  cannot  be  presumed  that  Perrodin  purchased  less  cotton  from  Gaidry  than  they 
both  have  testified  to,  and  which  appears  in  the  bill  of  sale  (pp.  61,62).  Perrodin 
mnst  have  satisfied  himself  that  be  bad  that  amount  of  cotton,  or  he  would  not  have 
purchased  it.  The  cotton  could  not  have  been  arrowing  in  the  field  at  the  time,  for 
a  given  amount  was  purchased,  and  if  it  was,  there  was  more  cotton  raised  each  year 
than  was  purchased  by  Perrodin,  viz,  20  bales  in  the  seed  and  18,000  pounds  in  the 
seed,  as  we  will  see,  and  out  of  this  lot  we  now  only  claim  18  bales. 

Theodore  D.  Kalcourt,  a  planter  and  pear  neighbor  of  Onidry's,  says  (pp.  247,  248) 
that  Guidry  in  1860  had  a  crib  full  of  cotton,  which  contained  from  18  to  20  bales  of 
cotton,  and  a  gallery  attached  to  his  corn-crib  in  which  he  bad  four  to  five  bales. 
He  (Kalcourt)  from  1860  to  1861  raised  an  average  crop  of  52  bales  of  400  pounds 
each ;  that  Guidry  cultivated  about  the  same  quantity  of  land,  with  about  tbe  same 
force  as  he  did ;  that  Guidry's  laud  was  somewhat  superior  to  his  in  fertility ;  that 
before  the  war  crops  were  hardly  shipped  before  the  following  year,  but  the  crops  of 
1860-1861  were  kept  at  home  on  account  of  the  war.  He  says  (cross-examination, 
pp.  249.  250)  the  land  in  Guidry's  neighborhood  produced  from  half  to  three-quarters 
01  a  bale  to  the  acre ;  the  years  1859>1860-1861  were  extraordinary  years  for  cotton ; 
they  were  not  good  for  corn ;  were  too  dry. 

He  says  (re-examination,  pp.  250,  251)  tnat  the  farmers  disposed  of  their  crops  for 
the  years  1860-1861  to  the  country  merchants. 

Augustin  Dominique,  who  was  in  charge  of  Guidry's  plantation  during  his  absence 
in  war,  says  (p.  52)  when  the  battle  of  Bayou  Barbeaux  was  fought  (November  3, 
1863)  there  were  some  45  bales  of  cotton  on  Thelismar  Guidry's  plantation ;  this  cot- 
ton was  ungioned  and  in  the  seed.  It  was  customary  on  said  plantation  to  weigh 
the  cotton  as  it  was  picked. 

He  says,  cross-examination  (p.  53),  the  cotton  above  mentioned  was  all  grown  and 
raised  on  Thelismar  Guidry's  plantation ;  we  cultivated  55  arpents  or  more  in  cotton. 

Dominique  says  (p.  54)  that  there  was  no  gin  on  Thelismar  Guidry's  plantation, 
wbich  the  counsel  for  the  defense  adopts  (brief,  p.  4),  and  says  that  this  laict  affords 
evidence  of  the  smalluess  of  his  (Guidry's)  crib,  d^c.  How  this  fact  could  malse  his 
crib  smaller  it  is  difficult  to  see:  but  it  is  well  to  consider  here  that  Vaiery,  oni^of 
their  own  witnesses,  and  who  was  also  the  slave  of  Guidry,  says  (p.  228)  that  ''  our 
gin  was  the  only  one  in  the  neighborhood." 

We  do  not  think  that  this  point,  whether  Guidry  had  a  gin  or  not,  plays  any  pari 
here  other  than  to  show  that  the  counsel  for  the  defense  prefer  to  believe  our  witness 
instead  of  their  own,  which  we  are  quite  willing  that  they  sho\ild  do;  and  having 
adopted  in  part  what  our  witness  said,  they  must  adopt  all  he  said,  which  shows  that 
Guidry  raised  in  any  one  year  more  cotton  than  Perrodin  purchased  from  him,  which 
also  the  evidence  of  Kalcourt  distinctly  shows,  and  Mrs.  Giiidry's.  Perrodin^s  aod 
Guidry's  evidence,  and  the  bill  of  sale  above  referred  to,  fully  settles  the  amount  ci 
cotton  sold  by  Guidry  to  Perrodiu,  and  whether  Guidry  had  a  gin  or  not  is  of  no  con- 
sequence in  face  of  the  fact  which  has  been  established  beyond  a  doubt  that  he  raised 
the  cotton  on  his  own  plantation  ;  that  he  raised  each  year  more  cotton  than  he  Hold 
to  Perrodin,  and  that  Perrodin  claims  less  cotton  than  he  purchased,  which  was  taken 
by  the  United  States  Army. 

We  will  now  examine  the  evidence  of  the  defense. 

Reuben,  an  intemperate  negro,  once  the  slave  of  Guidry,  whose  character  is  smirched, 
being  once  indicted  for  perjury,  says  (p.  220)  : 

**  That  he  was  on  the  Thelismar  Guidry  plantation  when  the  Federals  came  to  this 

garish  in  1863 ;  was  in  Opelousas  with  Thelismar  Guidry  when  the  battle  of  Bayou 
larbeaux  was  fought ;  was  on  the  place  a  day  or  two  after  the  battle ;  there  was  a  cot- 
ton crib  on  the  place,  which,  when  filled,  contained  10  bales ;  don't  think  it  was  quits 
full  when  the  Federals  came  there.'' 

On  cross-examination  (p.  222): 

''Q.  Were  you  not  in  the  Confederate  army  with  your  master;  and  how  long  did 
you  remain  with  him  f — A.  I  was ;  I  remained  with  him  the  most  of  the  time  be  was 
in  the  army. 

'*Q.  Did  you  work  in  the  field  in  the  cultivation  of  the  cotton  alluded  toY — A.  I 
did ;  I  worked  on  the  plantation  in  making  ail  the  cotton  that  was  made  there. 

'*Q.  How  could  you  work  in  the  field  making  cotton  and  be  in  the  army  with  your 
master  f — A.  No  cotton  was  made  on  the  place  when  I  was  in  the  army ;  only  corn 
was  raised." 

On  pag:e  102  Guidry  says  he  went  into  the  Confederate  army  in  September,  1861, 
and  remained  until  the  close  of  the  war.  He  was  at  home  on  furlough  when  he  sold 
the  cotton. 
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Now,  it  is  admitted  by  Reaben  that  be  was  with  his  master,  Guidry,  in  the  army 
from  1861  to  1863,  except  when  they  returned  once  or  twice  on  furloagh. 

It  is  evident,  then,  that  he  knew  nothing  abont  what  he  was  testifying  to.  He 
says  in  one  breath  that  there  were  only  10  bales  of  cotton  in  the  crib,  and  that  he 
helped  to  make  all  the  cotton  that  was  made,  and  in  the  next  that  Gaidry  raised 
nothing  but  corn  wh«)n  he  was  in  the  army.  If  Guidry  raised  nothing  but  corn  at 
that  time  there  would  have  been  no  cotton  to  put  into  the  crib.  Ana  yet  Reuben 
admits  (p.  226)  that  there  was  on  Guidry's  plantation  a  house,  a  crib  containing  two 
rooms,  which,  with  the  other  cotton  cribs,  would  hold  over  40  bales  of  cotton;  that 
he  did  not  recollect  whether  there  was  any  other  cotton  on  the  plantation  than  he 
alluded  to ;  that  it  might  be  there  were  some  (more)  there. 

Yalery  says  (p.  227)  that  there  weVe  30  bales  under  his  (Guidry's)  gin-house,  which 
was  taken  by  the  Federals.  •  *  •  There  may  (have)  been  other  cotton  there.  I 
am  only  positive  as  to  the  30  bales. 

Victoria  Green  ^p.  230)  says  she  don't  know  what  month  cotton  is  actually  planted, 
and  on  erosB-exammation  that  she  can't  well  state  the  usual  average  of  bales  of  cotton 
made  on  the  plantation  of  Thellsmar  Guidry ;  at  one  time  10  bibles  were  made  there ; 
she  can't  say  what  month  the  Federal  army  came ;  whether  in  the  fall  or  spring,  or 
what  year. 

If  this  witness,  who  was  raised  on  a  cotton  plantation,  does  not  know  what  month 
cotton  is  planted,  don't  know  the  usual  average  bales  of  cotton  raised  by  Guidry, 
don't  know  the  month,  the  year,  or  season  the  Federals  came,  how  is  she  able  to  rec- 
ollect, the  less  insignificant  thing  to  her,  that  Gnidry's  crib  was  not  quite  full  of  cot- 
ton, and  that  at  one  time  ten  bales  of  cotton  were  made,  which  occurred  20  years 
ago  f  There  seems  to  be  only  two  ideas  floating  in  Reuben's  and  Green's  mind  in  this 
case,  and  that  is  that  the  cribs  on  Gnidry's  place  were  not  quite  fiill  of  cotton,  and 
that  there  might  have  been  ten  bales  there. 

II. 

That  claimant's  sugar  was  not  used  by  the  troops,  but  pillaged  by  the  negroes  and 
soldiers. 

Item  4  (8  hogsheads  of  sugar).  The  objection  of  the  counsel  for  the  defense  to  this 
item  is  rather  imaginary  than  real.  He  asserts  in  brief  (page  6)  that  the  negroes  were 
lawless,  and  that  tb«y  therefore  must  have  taken  most  of  the  sugar.  But  there  is  no 
evidence  to  sustain  this  theory. 

Claimant  says  (page  35)  that  in  December,  1863,  he  bought  of  Offutt  Brothers  eight 
hogsheads  of  sugar,  weighing  on  the  average  9,600  pounds ;  he  paid  for  the  said  sugar 
and  left  it  in  the  cust-ody  of  w.  R.  Gibson,  who  had  charge  of  the  plantation  of  Offutt 
Brothers. 

Mrs.  Gibson  says  (page  19)  that  she  lived  during  the  war,  and  especially  daring  the 
year  1864,  upon  the  plantation  of  Offutt  Brothers ;  her  husband  had  charge  of  the 

Elantation  at  that  time.  Mr.  Offutt,  before  leaving  said  plantation,  sold  some  hogs- 
eads  of  sugar  to  Mr.  Jules  Perrodin,  who  placed  the  sugar  in  the  custody  of  her  tius- 
band,  and  it  remained  locked  in  the  sagar-house  of  Offutt  Brothers  until  the  sngar- 
honse  was  burst  open  by  the  Federal  troops  some  time  in  the  year  1864,  and  all  the 
sugar  was  taken  away  (page  20).  She  states  how  it  was  taken,  and  that  she  made 
complaint  to  an  oflScer,  who  was  a  captain,  that  the  sugar  was  being  taken  by  the 
soldiers. 

And  on  pp.  58  and  59  she  says  that  all  the  sugar  in  the  sugar-house  was  taken 
away  ;  that  they  had  the  key  of  the  sugar-house  ;  that  the  Federals  gained  entrance 
into  the  sugar-house  by  bursting  the  doors. 

Therefore  it  is  evident  that  the  sugar  was  not  destroyed  by  the  negroes,  and  it  can- 
not be  presumed  that  Perrodin,  who  was  a  careful  business  man  and  merchant,  would 
purchase  sugar  and  store  it  if  there  was  any  danger  of  it  being  carried  off  by  lawless 
negroes. 

Counsel  for  the  defense  in  his  brief  (p.  6)  says  that  Colonel  Offutt  was  of  those  who 
fled  to  Texas  with  all  his  able-bodied  negroes,  and  that  the  advent  of  the  Federal 
troops  into  St.  Landry  parish  meant  emancipation,  ^c. 

Now,  there  is  no  evidence  to  sustain  this  assertion  ;  and  suppose  there  was,  and  that 
Colonel  Offutt  went  to  Texas  with  all  his  negroes,  there  would  have  been  no  negroes 
on  that  plantation  where  r.he  sugar  was  stored  to  commit  depredations;  and  if  they 
were  there,  there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  rhey  did  destroy  the  sugar.  This  is  the 
first  time  we  have  seen  it  announced  in  the  official  paper  that  the  negroes  were  law- 
less and  lived  on  pluuder  in  the  South  during  the  war.  If  there  is  any  one  thing  for 
which  this  race  is  entitled  to  the  highest  praise  and  credit,  it  is  for  their  law-abiding 
and  submission  to  the  wrongs  which  were  inflicted  upon  them. 

Otis  Lnut  ftaya  (pp.  56,  57)  that  he  viaited  the  camps  of  the  Federal  troops  in  the 
year  1864  to  sell  milk  and  butter.  That  he  knew  some  of  the  Federal  officers  whose 
camps  he  visited.    That  he  often  went  into  the  said  sugar-house  in  company  with 
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Lieutenant  Poxnpano  and  Federal  aoldien.  Some  of  the  sngar  wan  in  honheads  and 
some  in  vata.  There  were  several  hogsheads  of  sngar.  He  saw  some  FeaersA  soldien 
eatlDflr  said  sngar  and  carrying  it  away  in  baskets  and  in  their  haversacks.  This  sn^^ar 
was  tnns  taken  by  the  soldiers  in  presence  of  Lientenant  Pompano.  The  soldiers 
woold  help  themselves  to  this  sngar,  and  would  go  away  in  the  presence  of  their  ofll- 
cers  nnmolested. 

He  says  on  cross-examination  (p.  58)  he  did  not  see  said  soldiers  destroy  or  waste 
any  of  (the)  sngar.    What  they  took  they  seemed  to  take  for  their  personal  use. 

ft  cannot  be  maintained  that  the  seizure  and  use  of  the  sngar  by  the  soldieis  wss 
pillage,  as  it  was  taken  in  the  presence  of  their  officers  and  with  their  consent,  and 
it  is  jost  the  same  as  if  the  officers  took  it  themselves  and  issued  it  to  the  solaien. 
There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  officers  ordered  the  soldiers  to  take  the  sngar. 
It  simply  saved  the  circumlocution  of  the  commissary  taking  it  and  issuing  it  to  the 
soldiers.  The  responsibility  of  the  Government  is  the  same ;  the  soldiers  used  it,  and 
it  saved  the  issuing  of  sugar  rations  to  them,  and  saved  the  Government,  at  that  time, 
in  paying  out  money  to  purchase  the  sngar.  It  was  a  great  advantage  to  the  €rovem« 
meut  to  purchase  its  rations  without  cost  and  without  transportation  at  that  time, 
and  haroly  comports  with  the  dignity  of  the  Government  to  i^ege  that  thia  sngar 
was  taken  without  authority,  and  was  pillage. 

m. 

That  24  bales  of  claimant's  eotton  paid  for  hj  the  Qovemment  in  case  3M6,  Cooii  of 
Claims^  was  paid  for  by  the  Government  to  valade,  therefore  it  ought  to  work  is  a 
set-oif  in  this  case. 

The  theory  of  the  defense  that  the  Government  has  paid  Perrodin  and  Valade  tor 
24  bales  of  the  same  cotton,  that  is,  that  Perrodin  has  oeen  paid  in  case  3546,  Conit 
of  Claims,  tor  S4  bales  of  cotton  included  in  the  lot  of  cotton  for  which  he,  Valade^ 
waa  paid,  cannot  be  sustained. 

We  will  examine  the  facts. 

On  page  8,  defendant's  brief,  appears  the  following  receipt  of  Lieutenant  Bhoadsa: 

"State  of  Louisiana, 

'  *  ParUk  of  St  Landry : 

**  I,  the  undersigned,  do  herebycertify  that  I  have  this  day  taken  for  the  use  of  tbe 
United  States  Government  from  Theodore  Yalade's  plantation  103  bales  of  cotUm.* 

'•C.  W.  a  RHOADES, 
"  Firit  Lieutemant  Company  H,  FOrty-firBt  MasioehuoetU  VoluntemJ* 

On  the  reverse  of  the  receipt,  in  a  bold  and  legible  hand,  are  the  following  worda 
written  by  Valade  himself: 

«Mat8,1863. 

''  74  bales  belonging  to  G.  L.  Langhland. 
24  bales  belonging  to  Pierre  Labor ie. 
64  bales  belonging  to  Theodorei  Valade,  French  subject. 

Ib^  bales." 

Now,  then,  if  Perrodin's  24  bales  of  cotton  was  included  in  this  lot  of  eotton,  whj 
would  he  not  have  been  given  credit  for  it  f  For  if  Perrodin  and  Valade  were  ttie 
intimate  friends  which  the  defense  claims  they  were,  why  would  not  Valade  have 
named  Perrodin's  cotton,  as  he  did  Laughland's  and  Laberie's,  on  Rhoades'  receipt! 

But  the  fact  is  tbe  cotton  which  Perrodin  had  stored  on  Valade's  plantatioB'WiS 
another  lot  of  cotton,  and  was  not  included  in  the  receipt  given  by  Lientenant  Rhoadei 
to  Valade,  as  will  appear  by  Valade's  testimony. 

In  case  No.  3546,  Court  of  Claims,  Valade  testifies,  January  5,  1869  (p.  140,  case  Ko. 
90) :  "  I  had  in  charge  for  claimant  at  my  plantation  a  lot  of  cotton  when  the  Federak 
first  came  here  in  1863;  I  had  17  bales;  these  cottons  were  bought  from  Sebastian 
Mai  veaux,  Adolphe  Malveaux,  Joaouin  L.  Petre,  and  Baptists  Malvt-anx ;  these  cottooi 
were  taken  away  by  Lientenant  Rhoades,  Forty-first  Massachusetts,  in  May,  1863;  I 
was  there  present  and  protested  against  the  taking  said  cotton ;  no  receipt  was  gi^w 
for  said  cotton,  nor  payment  made  for  it." 

And  in  this  Valade  is  corroborated  by  three  of  the  parties  who  sold  their  cotton  to 
Perrodin  to  be  delivered  to  Valade's  plantation  for  Perrodin. 

Baptiste  Malveanx  says  (p.  136)  that  in  tbe  year  1H62  he  sold  to  claimant  3  baki 
of  .cotton,  which  he  delivered  on  Valade's  plantation. 

Adolphe  Malveanx  says  (p.  135)  that  he  sold  in  1862  5  bales  of  cotton  to  claimant, 
which  he  delivered  oni^eodot^  Na\«A^«^«CL\A\»Vm« 
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Sebastian  Malveaax  says  (p.  136)  thai  he  aold  to  claimant  6  bales  of  cotton,  which 
lie  deliyered  at  the  gin-honiie  of  Mr.  Yalade. 

On  pp.  60  and  61,  oaae  3646,  Court  of  Claims,  is  the  receipt  given  by  Colonel  Sar- 
ffeant  to  Perrodin,  which  inclndes  the  said  17  bales  of  cotton,  and  shows  that  Peno* 
con  nnrchased  the  said  cotton  from  Petre  and  the  three  Malveauxs,  and  even  gives 
the  date  of  the  purchase. 

On  page  61  of  3546  Sargeant  in  his  receipt  refers  to  7  more  bales  taken  from  Yalade's 
plantation,  the  property  of  Perrodin. 

And  on  page  56  of  3646  Sargeant  states  the  manner  in  which  he  gave  receipts  for 
eotton. 

He  says:  "The  commissioned  officers  of  my  regiment  (Sargeant  waecolouel  and 
Shoades  was  lieutenant  of  the  41st  Mass.  Vol's),  returning  to  Opelousaa  with  the  cot- 
ton seized,  reported  to  me  the  place  and  person  whence  it  was  taken — I  mean  the  cot- 
ton or  products.  Through  that  means  is  the  only  way  I  knew  whose  cotton  had  been 
taken ;  the  officers  bringing  to  me  a  memorandum  of  the  number  of  bales  of  cotton, 
the  plantation  stamp,  number,  and  letter:  persons  repotted  or  claiming  to  own  it.  In 
such  cases  I  gave  a  memorandum  receipt  for  such  seizures ;  I  have  no  means  of  know- 
ing other  than  I  have  stated  as  to  taking  cotton  from  Jules  Perrodin ;  my  receipts 
wCl  show  from  whom  cotton  was  taken." 

It  is  evident  that  there  were  two  seizures  of  cotton  by  Lieutenant  Rhoades  frt>m 
Yalade's  plantation.  One  seizure  included  the  162  bales  for  which  Rhoades  gave  a 
rsoeipt,  and  the  other  24  bales,  for  which  he,  according  to  the  evidence  of  Valade  gave 
no  receipt,  or  Sargent  would  not  have  included  the  same  24  bales  in  his  receipt  to  Per- 
rodin. The  officers  did  not  give  receipt  twice  for  the  same  cotton.  Rhoades  only  re- 
ported that  lot  to  Sargent  which  he  dia  not  give  receipt  for.  He,  as  will  be  seen  by  Sar- 
gent's reoeipt,  was  particular  in  describing  the  cotton  to  Sargent  which  he  had  not 
given  a  receipt  for,  so  that  it  could  not  be  confounded  with  that  which  he  had  given 
a  receipt  for. 

Whether  or  not  Valade  got  a  receipt  from  Rhoades  for  his  own  cotton  was  a  matter 
of  no  particular  concern  to  Perrodin,  inasmuch  ashe  (Perrodin)  had  been  given  a  receipt 
for  his  cotton  by  Sargent,  which  was  stored  on  Valade's  plantation.  Therefore  the 
theory  set  out  by  the  defense  in  their  brief  (pp.  10  and  11)  must  fall,  for  there  is  noth- 
ing to  support  it,  and  the  24  bales  of  Perrodin's  cott-on  included  in  Sargent's  receipt 
as  taken  from  Valade's  plantation  not  being  included  in  Rhoades'  receipt  for  162  bales 
taken  from  same  plantation,  it  can  hardly  '*  operate  as  an  oif-set  (set-ofif)  against  any 
valid  claim  he  may  have  for  cotton  not  embraced  in  3546  before  the  Court  of  Claims,'' 
as  it  is  an  entirely  different  lot  of  cotton,  and  under  any  circumstances  could  not  affect 
Perrodin's  right  to  recover  here. 

But  suppose  that  the  allegations  of  the  defense  were  true,  that  Valade  was  paid  by 
the  Government  for  24  bales  of  Perrodin's  cotton,  which  Perrodin  was  aftetw^anls  paid 
for  by  the  Governments  What  has  that  to  do  with  this  case?  Absolutely  nothing. 
Perrodin  has  not  perpetrated  a  fraud  on  the  Government.  He  had  nothing  to  do  with 
Valade's  business,  and  if  the  Government  paid  him  for  Perrodin's  cotton,  that  is  their 
own  concern,  and  they  must  look  to  Valade,  and  not  to  Perrodin,  an  innocent  party, 
for  relief. 

Perrodin  is  not  claiming  here  cotton  that  was  seized  by  the  Government  and  shipped 
to  New  Orleans,  which  was  the  disposition  made  of  the  cotton  included  in  Rhoades's 
and  Sargent's  receipts,  but  for  cotton  used  in  the  seed  by  the  United  States  Army  for 
bedding  and  hospital  purposes. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

THEODORE  H.  N.  McPHERSON, 

Special  Caun$el, 
ALEX.  PORTER  MORSE, 
J$$i8tant  Counsel  for  the  French  Repuhlio, 

Washikotok,  November  8,  1883. 


No.  86, 

Mr,  Bouttoell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 
Washington^  February  17, 1882.    (Received  February  20, 1882.) 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr! 
Orimaad  de  Caux,  the  agent  of  the  French  Government  in  reference  to 
the  application  of  the  principle  recognized  in  XhA  caj&^  oi  l^a;^aft.T^^\KA. 
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V,  The  French  Bepublic  to  certain  cases  pending  before  this  Commission 
in  behalf  of  citizens  of  France,  against  the  United  States ;  and  to  say 
that  I  have  transmitted  to  Mr.  deCaux  a  list  of  the  cases  which  appear 
to  me  to  fall  within  the  principle  referred  to. 

Whenever  I  receive  notice  from  the  agent  of  the  French  Government 
of  his  action  in  the  cases  mentioned,  I  shall  at  once  report  the  result  to 
you. 

I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWBLL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Statee, 


fTnngUtion.l 

Mr,  d€  Caux  to  Mr.  Bouttoell. 

Washington,  Fehruarjf  14,  1882. 

Mr.  Agent  :  It  seems  fW>ni  a  letter  recently  addressed  to  roe  by  the  miDister  of  tlie 
French  Repnblio  near  the  United  States,  that  resting  npon  the  interpretation  given 
by  common  consent,  in  December  last,  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  the  15th  of 
January,  1880,  the  Secretary  of  State  has  applie«l  to  Mr.  Outrey  to  ask  for  the  with- 
drawal of  a  certain  nnmber  of  claims  presented  before  the  Mixed  Commission  against 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  a  list  of  which  is  annexed  to  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Frelinghuysen. 

This  list  had  been  fiirnished  the  Department  of  State  by  your  assistant  connsel. 

As  it  is  the  duty  of  the  agent  of  the  French  Repnblic  to  state  the  facte  and  to  ex- 
amine whether  the  cases  (affaires)  indicated,  come  or  not  within  the  scope  of  thetresty, 
the  minister  of  France  has  only  been  able  to  transmit  to  me,  simply  and  parely  the 
list  in  question  reserving  his  intervention  incase  only  of  any  disagreement  arising  be- 
tween the  agents  of  the  two  Governments  as  to  the  application  of  one  or  more  arti- 
cles of  the  treaty.     While  regretting  then,  Mr.  Agent,  that  this  list  had  not  been  for- 
warded to  me  directly  by  yon,  I  hasten  to  assure  you  that  besides  being  prescribed  bj 
my  instructions  I  shall  make  it  my  duty  to  withdraw  the  claims  contained  in  the  list 
that  you  will  find  on  the  other  side,  as  soon  as  yon  will  have  furnished  proofs  thit 
they  nave  been  the  subject  of  a  former  ruling — proofs  which  in  justifying  the  meas- 
ures  I  shall  have  to  take,  will  cover  my  responsibility  in  regard  to  the  parties  inter- 
ested. 

I  will  be  obliged  to  yon,  Mr.  Agent,  if  you  will  furnish  me  with  these  proofs  as  soon 
as  possible.  I  do  not  doubt  that  an  agr«'ement  will  easily  be  established  between  qb, 
and  that,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  expressed  in  his  letter  of  December  17  last,  to  the 
minister  of  the  French  Republic,  informing  him  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  claim,  Tsy- 
lar  No.  1  V,  The  Republic  of  France,  **  the  Tetter  as  well  as  the  spirit"  of  Article  II  of 
the  convention  shall  faithfully  receive  their  full  observance  on  your  side  as  on  ojiae. 
I  am,  &e., 

£.  GRIMAUD  DK  CAUX. 


No.  86. 

Mr,  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  BouttcelL 

Department  of  State, 

Washingtony  March  20, 1882. 

Sir:  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  yoar  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  is 
which  yon  set  forth  the  necessity  for  an  additional  appropriation  of 
$100,000  for  the  expenses  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commis- 
sion for  the  next  fiscal  year,  I  beg  to  inform  yon  that  I  have  sent  copies 
of  yonr  communication  to  the  appropriat^e  committees  of  Congress,  with 
letters  recommending  that  the  appropriation  asked  for  be  m^e. 
I  am,  &c., 

¥E.RD.  T.  FRELINGHUTSBS. 
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No.  87. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen, 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
WtMhingtoUy  April  15,  1882. 

Sib  :  Agreeably  to  the  request  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
>f  the  House  of  Representatives,  transmitted  in  your  letter  of  the  10th 
nstant,  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith,  for  the  nse  of  that  com- 
mittee, a  statement  showiug  the  condition  of  the  docket  of  the  French 
uid  American  Claims  Commission. 

T  hiLVA   &c 

'      *'  GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL.      , 

Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Statee. 


Frbmch  and  AiaERiCAN  Claims  Commission, 

Waahingianf  April  13,  1888. 

CONDITION  OF  THE  DOCKST. 

(1.) 


^ 


Kamber  of  0M68  against  the  United  States 726 

Knmber  of  oases  against  the  French  Bepablio 19 

(20 

L  Qroes  amoont  claimed  agaiftst  the  United  States : 

Principal $17,681,039  18 

Average  interest,  20  years  at  5  per  cent 17, 681, 039  18 

,     Total 35.362,078  36 

S.  Gross  amount  claimed  against  the  French  Republic : 

Principal 2,427,541  21 

Arerage  interest,  15  years  at  5  percent 1,820,655  91 

Total 4,248,197  12 

(3.) 

Awards  against  the  United  States,  5. 
(a)  Amount  awarded : 

Principal |4,697  34 

Interest 4,559  97 

2.  Awards  against  the  French  Republic,  0. 

(4.) 

Number  of  claims  against  the  United  States  dismissed,  101. 
(a)  Amount  of  claims  disallowed : 

Principal $1,057,630  96 

Interest,  20  years  at  5  per  cent 1,057,630  96 

Total 2,115,261  92 

2.  Number  of  cases  against  the  French  Republic  dismissed,  I. 
(a)  Number  of  cases  against  the  French  Republic  withdrawn,  1. 
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(6.) 


1.  First  case  filed  December  22, 1880. 

2.  Last  case  filed  September  22, 188L 


(6.) 


1.  Cases  against  the  United  States  where  testimony  on  part  of  claimant  is  dosed, 
150. 

Cases  against  French  Republic  where  testimony  on  part  of  claimant  is  closed,  1. 

(7.) 

1.  Cases  against  the  United  States  submitted,  bnt  not  decided,  6. 

2.  Cases  against  the  French  Republic  submitted,  bnt  not  decided,  0. 

(8.) 
Number  qf  ootef  from  the  retpeoHoe  8kite$, 

(a. )    Against  the  United  States : 

Alabama .^ • 23 

Arkansas  .....' 10 

California 1 

Florida 4 

Georgia 4 

Hi^h  seas 3 

Indiana ^ 2 

Kentucky 8 

Louisiana 608 

Missouri 5 

Mississippi 16 

Mexico 1 

Mexico,  Gulf  of 1 

Pennsylvania 1 

Rhode  Island '. 1 

South  Carolina 15 

Tennessee 10 

Texas 10 

Virginia '. 3 


Frekch  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

Wiuhingtan,  April  15, 1882. 

Sir  :  It  appears  fW>m  an  interview  with  Lieut.  William  M.  Grosvenor  that  he  msde 
a  report  to  General  Banks  in  1863  or  1864  in  regard  to  the  claim  of  Uranie  Cambhir, 
now  pending  before  this  Commission. 

I  have  the  honor  to  request  yon,  in  case  you  deem  it  expedient  so  to  do,  to  call  upon 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  certified  copy  of  all  papers  that  may  be  on  file  in  tost 
Department  in  regard  to  said  claim. 
The  memorial  in  the  case  is  herewith  inclosed. 
I  have,  ^c, 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
AtHiiamt  C^immL 

Hon.  F.  T.  Freunghuyskn, 

Secretary  of  State, 


(h,)    Against  the  French  Republic : 

France 10 

High  seas 8 

Mexico ^ 
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(9.) 

The  work  of  the  oommigHaneri  was  suspended  three  months  on  aoooimt  of  the  cessa- 
tion of  the  fnncfcions  of  the  French  Commissioners. 

(10.) 

Number  of  cases  against  United  States  in  which  testimony  has  been  taken 583 

Nomber  of  cases  against  France  in  which  testimony  has  been  taken 10 

GEORGE  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Couneelfor  the  United  Statee, 
WA8HIHOTOH,  Jpril  15, 1882. 


No.  88. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Bautwell. 

Department  op  State, 

Washingtouy  May  12, 1982. 

Sib  :  Beferring  to  corresx)ODdence  and  interviews  respecting  a  qaes- 
tion  that  has  arisen  as  to  the  difference  between  the  French  and  English 
texts  of  the  claims  convention  of  January  15, 1880,  between  France 
and  the  United  States,  I  have  now  to  inclose  copies  of  a  correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  between  the  French  minister  at  Washington  and 
this  Department  on  this  subject.  It  is  believed  that  the  accord  between 
the  two  Governments  will  remove  all  difficulties  in  the  interpretation 
of  the  convention. 

I  will  thank  you  to  lay  this  correspondence  officially  before  the  Gom- 
mission  when  your  French  colleague  shall  receive  authority  to  do  the 
same  thing  on  the  part  of  his  Government. 
I  am,  &c., 

FEEDER  T.  FEELINGHUTSBK 


No.  89. 

Mr.  Bauttcell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  Amebioan  Claims  Commission, 
Washington,  May  15, 1882.    (Received  May  19.) 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  12th  instant,  with  inclosures  as  noted,  and  to  inform  you  that  copies 
of  the  same  papers  having  been  received  by  the  agent  of  the  French 
Government  from  Mr.  Outrey,  the  same  were  presented  by  the  counsel 
for  the  two  Governments  to  the  Commission,  and  the  correspondence 
will  be  extended  and  appear  upon  the  journal  of  that  body. 
I  have,  &C.J 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Qounselfor  the  United  States. 
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Ko.  90. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen. 

Oboton,  September  2, 1882. 

Sib  :  When  Mr.  £.  G.  Bartlett  was  designated  as  stenographer  to  aid 
the  agent  and  connsel  for  the  United  States  before  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission,  yonr  predecessor  fixed  his  salary  at  $1,800 
per  year. 

I  then  received  the  impression  that  Mr.  Evarts  thought  the  salary 
sufficient  for  the  period  of  organization,  and  that  it  might  be  increased 
with  the  increase  of  business. 

There  have  been  periods  when  Mr.  Bartlett's  duties  have  been  con- 
stant and  severe,  and  I  anticipate  that  after  the  1st  of  October  next  he 
will  be  required  to  labor  very  assiduously. 

Under  thesA  circumstances,  I  most  respectfully  recommend  an  addi- 
tion of  $700  to  his  salary.  I  have  been  informed  that  the  short-hand 
writers  employed  by  other  similar  commissions  are  paid  at  the  rate  of 
$2,500  per  annum. 

With  great  respect, 

OEOBOE  8.  BOUTWELL 


No.  91. 

ilfr.  Davis  to  Mr,  Boutwell, 

Depabtment  op  State, 

Washingtofij  September  16, 18S2. 

Sib  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  2d  in- 
stant, in  which  you  state  that  the  compensation  of  $1,800  per  aoDam 
now  received  by  your  official  stenographer,  Mr.  E.  C.  Bartlett,  will  be 
inadequat'C  for  the  future,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  after  the  first  of  next 
month  a  large  additional  amount  of  labor  will  be  devolved  ux)on  him; 
and  you  therefore  recommend  that  an  addition  of  $700  per  annum  be 
made  to  Mr.  Bartlett's  salary,  thereby  raising  his  compensation  to 
$2,500  per  annum. 

In  reply  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  regards  the  addi- 
tional compensation  asked  for  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Bartlett  as  just  and 
reasonable  for  the  character  of  the  services  required  from  him,  and  I 
therefore  hereby  make  the  additional  allowance  asked  for,  to  take  effect 
from  and  after  the  Ist  day  of  October,  1882. 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
AoHng  Secretary. 


No.  92. 
Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davis. 


WASHiNaTON,  November  15,  1882. 

Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  for  your  information  a  copy 
of  a  communication  bearing  dale  November  1, 1882,  received  by  me  from 
the  agent  of  the  French  B«ipu\>^^,T%^ea^^XL^>3«i^^^^       heretofore  made 
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that  the  agent  and  counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  should  with- 
draw from  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  the  memorial 
of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  No.  1.  I  have  not  replied  to 
the  communication,  and  I  shall  await  the  instructions  of  the  Depart- 
ment  of  State. 
I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


Washington,  le  I«  novemhre,  1882. 

HoNSDEUR  l' Agent  :  Le  23  Juin  dernier  j'ai  ea  Thonneur  de  voas  adresser  la  lettre 
lolvante: 

Washington  U  23  juin  1882. 

Monsieur  L' Agent:  Par  voire  lettre  du  20  de  ce  mois,  voas  avez  appel^  mon  atten- 
ion  snr  voire  commnDicatloD,  du  17,  fevrier  dernier,  relative  i^  certaines  reclamations 
Tancaises  dont  voas  m'avez  demand^  le'retrait  ooiume  tombant  sons  I'application 
Vnm  certaine  entente  intervenne  entre  le'  denz  Goavernements  en  d^cembre  dernier 
m  stjet  de  PArt.  II,  da  traits  de  1880,  et  voas  ai  pas  encore  fait  connaltre  lee  ooncla- 
fioDs  anxqaelles  j'aarais  ^t^  anient  concernant  soit  le  retrait  des  dites  r^clamationa 
loit  lenr  maintien  sur  les  rdles  de  la  Commission. 

^  J'al  Phonneur  de  voas  informer  que  J'ai  d6jik  examine  avec  soin  les  dossiers  rela- 
;if8  k  chacnne  de  ces  r^claioations  et  y  ai  rechercb^  les  raisons  sur  lesqueUes  vous 
ippayez  votre  demande  de  retrait,  comme,  aasst,  les  preaves  qui  me  sont  n^cessaires 
?onT  mettre  k  Vabri  ma  responsabilit^. 

Toutefois,  monsieur  I'agent,  avant  de  vous  faire  connaltre  le  r^sultat  de  oet  ezamen, 
ie  dois  appeler  votre  attention  sur  an  passage  de  votre  lettre  du  7  mars  1882,  oh  vous 
infi^rez  que  le  retrait  par  vous  de  la  reclamation  Taylor  (objet  de  Pentente  pr^cit^e 
^ntie  les  deux  Gouvemements),  est  subordonn^  an  retrait,  par  moi,  des  reclamations 
^Dfaises  dont  vous  m'avez  fourni  la  liste. 

Ainsi  que  j'ai  eu  Phonneur  de  vous  le  declarer  par  ma  lettre  du  10  mars  dernier, 
o'^t  11^  une  sorte  de  compromis  qui  ne  pent  6tre  admis  par  moi,  Pentente  intervenne 
^ntre  les  deux  Gouvemements  le  17  decembre  dernier  ayant  pour  efPet  immediat  le 
strait  de  la  reclamation  Taylor  precitee. 

Pour  eviter  done  tout  malentendu  ulterieur,  je  dois,  M.  Pagent,  avant  de  vous 
^ire  part  du  resultat  de  mes  investigations  personnelles  an  sujet  des  reclamations  fran- 
Paises  en  question,  vous  demander  de  vous  couformer  aux  termes  de  la  lettre  du  Se- 
^r^taire  d'lStat  au  Ministre  de  France  k  Washington— lettre  en  date  du  17  decembre 
l^^l.etdont  comme  moi,  vous  avez  re9n  notification —et  de  retirer  formellement  et 
^^finitivement  la  reclamation  Taylor  No.  1,  contre  la  Republique  fran^aise. 

Permettez-moi,  monsieur  Pagent,  de  vous  faire  remarquer  que  je  n'ai  pas  encore 
^n  votre  reponse  dk  cette  communication  et  d'ajouter  que  la  dnree  de  la  Commission 
ieveuant  de  jour  en  jour  plus  restreinte,  je  vous  serais  tr^  oblige  de  me  faire  par- 
^OQir  cette  reponse  pour  le  15  de  oe  mois. 

Je  Buis,  avec  respect,  monsieur  Pagent,  votre  tr^s  obeissant  serviteur, 

E.  GRIMAUD  DE  CAUX. 

Hon.  George  S.  Boutwell, 

Agent  et  Conseil  dee  JStats-  VnU, 


No.  93. 

Mr,  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  BoutwelL 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  November  20,  1882. 

Sir:  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  27th  June  and  November  15, 
"^ith  their  several  inclosures,  embracing  your  correspondence  with  Mr. 
i^rimaud  de  Gaux  in  relation  to  claims  of  citizens  of  France  against  the 
Tnited  States,  now  pending  before  the  Commission^  which^  la  yooc 

H.  Ex.  235— 3S 
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opinion,  come  within  the  rule  of  interpretation  agreed  upon  between 
the  two  Governments  in  relation  to  the  true  meaning  of  Article  II,  of 
the  convention  of  the  15th  of  January,  1880.  In  pursuance  of  the  un- 
derstanding thus  arrived  at,  Mr.  Secretary  Blaine,  on  the  17th  of  De- 
cember last,  instructed  you  as  follows  in  regard  to  the  case  of  Isaac 
Taylor,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America,  who  is  prosecuting  a 
claim  against  France  before  the  tribunal : 

After  carefal  consideration  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  that  claim,  because 
of  the  antecedent  proceedings  by  the  competent  authorities  of  France,  of  which  it  has 
been  the  subject,  is  not  properly  within  the  cognizance  of  the  Commission. 

Mr.  Blaine  stated  ip  the  same  letter  that  he  did  not  doubt  but  that  a 
similar  course  would  be  pursued  by  the  French  Government  with  re- 
gard to  any  claims  of  French  citizens  against  the  United  States  comiog 
within  the  same  category.  On  the  same  day  he  informed  Mr.  Outrey 
of  the  conclusion  thus  reached  and  of  the  nature  of  the  instructions 
which  had  been  given  to  you.  In  his  note  to  the  French  minister  Mr. 
Blaine  is  equally  careful,  as  in  his  instruction  to  you,  to  state  that  the 
understanding  of  this  Government  that  the  rule  should  be  reciprocal  in 
its  application  to  cases  then  pending  or  that  might  thereafter  be  in^ti- 
tuted.  Referring  to  the  motives  that  prompted  this  Government,  he 
says: 

That  the  French  Grovernment,  animated  by  a  like  disposition,  will  pursue  a  aiiuilar 
course  with  regard  to  any  claims  presented  for  the  consideration  of  the  CommifisioD 
on  behalf  of  citizens  of  France  against  the  United  States  which  shall  be  found  to 
have  already  been  inquired  into  and  decided,  either  diplomatically,  judicially,  or 
otherwise,  by  the  competent  authorities  of  the  United  States,  I  do  not  allow  myself 
to  doubt. 

The  two  French  cases  (Nos.  18  and  28)  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
you  in  a  previous  letter  to  the  Department  were  then  considered  as 
standing  on  the  same  ground  as  that  of  Isaac  Taylor.  Mr.  Outrey,  ac- 
knowledging this  note  on  the  21st  of  the  same  monthy  says,  in  regard 
to  the  understanding  being  reciprocal : 

I  need  not  add  that  ononr  part  we  shall  strictly  observe,  the  case  arisine,  the  legil 
interpretation  given  by  mutual  consent  to  Article  II  of  the  convention  of  January  15) 
1880. 

It  now  appears  from  Mr.  Grimand  de  Caux's  letter  to  you  of  the  23d 
ultimo  that  he,  as  the  agent  of  the  French  Government-,  refuses  to  cod- 
sider  the  question  of  the  withdrawal  of  the  French  cases  (Nos.  18  and 
28)  and  others  of  a  similar  character,  since  brought  to  his  notice  by 
you,  until  you  shall  have  first  unconditionally  withdrawn  the  case  of 
Isaac  Taylor.  The  correspondence  on  this  point  between  this  Depart- 
ment and  the  French  legation  at  this  capital,  as  well  as  that  between 
the  Department  and  yourself  and\also  your  letters  to  Mr.  Grimand  de 
Gaux,  all  show  that  the  rufe  agreed  upon  was  understood  in  the  same 
sense  by  both  Governments;  that  that  understanding  was  acquiesced 
in  by  the  representatives  of  the  French  Government,  and  that  it  is  only 
on  the  23d  of  June  last,  many  months  after  the  understanding  vas 
arrived  at,  that  the  agent  of  France  before  the  tribunal  advances  the 
proposition  that  the  rule  is  not  to  be  taken  as  bilateral,  and  that,  while 
the  United  States  is  to  be  strictly  bound  by  that  construction,  it  is  to 
have  no  binding  force  on  France.  This  view  of  the  subject  on  the  part 
of  France  appears  to  me  unreasonable  and  unjust,  and  one  that  this 
Government  cannot  accept. 

Mr.  Blaine  very  properly  contented  himself  with  stating  to  you  the 
general  conclusion  by  the  two  Governments  as  to  the  intent  and  mean, 
ing  of  Article  II  of  tb^  coiix^i\t\o\\.  leaving  to  you,  after  such  consul. 


FR£NCH   AND   AMERICAN   CLAIMS   COMMISSION.  595 

ation  as  yoa  might  deem  it  necessary  to  liave  with  the  agent  for  France 
lefore  the  Commission,  the  details  essential  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
lases  on  either  side  that  should  be  foand  to  come  within  the  rule  of  in- 
erpretation  thus  mutually  agreed  upon.  It  was  supposed,  however, 
hat  the  Taylor  case  and  the  two  French  cases  (18  and  28)  then  pending 
rould  be  immediately  withdrawn,  and  that  all  cases  of  a  similar  char- 
icter  following  would  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  manner.  The  view 
low  presenti'd  by  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Gaux  vindicates  the  wisdom  of  your 
jourse  in  insisting  upon  the  mutuality  of  the  understanding  arrived  at 
)y  the  two  Governments  in  December  last.  When  Mr.  Grimaud  de 
3aux  shall  be  willing  to  withdraw  the  French  cases  referred  to,  you  will 
)f  course  consider  yourself  under  instructions  to  withdraw  the  Isaac 
Taylor  case.  Unless  you  shall  be  able  to  arrive  at  an  understanding 
^ith  the  French  agent  such  as  I  have  above  indicated,  you  will  allow 
:he  Taylor  case  to  stand  on  the  docket  until  yoji  are  further  instructed. 
I  am,  &c., 

FRED.  T.  FRELINGHUYSEN. 


No.  94. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Davis. 

Fbench  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

Washington^  December  18, 1882. 

Sib:  ImettheCommitteeon  Appropriations  of  the  Senate,  and  bythem 
[  am  informed  that  an  appropriation  for  the  present  year  must  be  made 
In  the  deficiency  bill  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  on  Appropria- 
:;ion8  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Should  the  life  of  the  Commission  be  extended  beyond  June  next,  the 
appropriation  of  $75,000  for  the  next  fiscal  year  will  be  sufficient  proba- 
)ly,  as  the  business  of  taking  testimony  will  then  have  been  concluded. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  last  session  of  Congress  the  Secretary 
>f  State,  upon  my  suggestion,  asked  for  an  appropriation  of  $150,000 
or  the  expenses  of  the  Commission  during  the  non-current  fiscal  year. 
It  an  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Hiscock,  chairman  of  the  committee  on 
;he  part  of  the  House,  he  said  that  he  preferred  to  divide  the  appropria- 
ion  and  to  supply  any  deficiency  which  there  might  be  at  the  next  ses- 
(ion  of  Congress. 

In  my  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  4th  instant,  the  present 
condition  of  the  business  of  the  Commission  and  the  state  of  the  appro- 
priation were  set  forth,  and  a  request  made  for  an  additional  appropria- 
tion of  $60,000. 

Under  these  circumstances  will  you  take  the  necessary  steps  to  secure 
^he  attention  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  the  subject  of  this 
^mmunication  f 
I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  states. 
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No.  95. 

Mr,  Davis  to  Mr,  BoutwelL 

Department  op  State, 

Washingtotij  December  20, 1882. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  6th  instant,  inclosing  copies  of  correspondence 
between  yourself  and  Mr.  Grimand  de  Caux,  agent  of  the  French  Be- 
public,  in  relation  to  the  claim  of  Isaac  Taylor  against  France,  has  been 
received. 

I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


No.  96. 

Mr,  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  BouttoelL 

Department  of  State, 

Wa^hington^  January  2,  1883. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  supplementary  convention  ex- 
tending the  duration  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  GommissioD) 
having  been  duly  ratified  by  both  Oovemments,  the  ratifications  thereoi 
were  exchanged  at  this  capital  on  the  29th  ultimo.  Printed  copies  of 
the  document  will  be  forwarded  to  you  for  your  use  in  a  few  days. 
I  am,  &c., 

FEED.  T.  FRBLINGHDYSEIT. 


No.  97. 

Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen, 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

Washington^  January  10, 1883. 

Sir  :  The  financial  condition  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Com- 
mission is  such  that  I  have  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Hiscock,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of  the  House,  and  I  have  also 
made  a  written  communication  to  him,  a  copy  of  which  I  herewith  in- 
close for  your  information. 

The  suspension  of  our  business  at  the  present  time  would  be  a  serioos 
loss  not  only  in  money  but  in  the  disturbance  of  the  arrangements 
already  made  for  taking  testimony  in  France  iEind  the  United  States. 
I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  8.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 
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Mr.  Bouttcell  to  Mr.  Hiscoch. 

French  and  Amkrican  Claims  Commission, 

Wckshington^  January  10,  1883. 

Sir  :  Since  my  conversation  with  you  in  regard  to  an  appropriation  for  the  snpport 
of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  for  the  current  year,  I  have  caused 
an  examination  to  be  made,  and. I  find  that  our  funds  will  be  exhausted  as  early  cer- 
tainly as  the  1st  day  of  February  next. 

As  we  are  now  engaged  taking  testimony  in  various  parts  of  this  country  and  in 
Europe,  and  as  we  are  acting  under  a  peremptory  order  of  the  Commission  to  close 
our  testimony  by  the  3d  day  of  March  next  in  all  cases  pending  before  the  Commission, 
our  expenses  are  necessarily  large,  and  the  suspension  of  our  operations  would  add 
materially  to  the  final  cost. 

The  necessity,  therefore,  is  very  urgent  for  the  passage  of  a  deficiency  appropriation 
between  this  date  and  the  1st  of  February  next. 

The  suggestion  that  provision  might  be  made  in  the  diplomatic  and  consular  bill  by 
which  the  appropriation  could  be  made  available  during  t^e  current  year,  seems  to 
me,  upon  the  whole,  not  to  be  a  wise  one. 

It  is  not  possible  to  complete  the  work  of  this  Commission  by  the  1st  of  next  Jal7» 
and  It  is  probable  therefore  that  the  two  Oovernments  will,  by  treaty,  extend  the  life 
of  the  Commission,  and,  in  that  event,  the  appropriation  for  the  next  fiscal  year  will 
be  needed. 

If^  however,  the  Commission  should  not  be  extended,  that  appropriation  will  of 
course  fall. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agmi  and  Coun9elfor  United  Statet, 


No.  98. 

Mr,  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  January  12, 1883. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  10th  in- 
stant in  relation  to  the  financial  condition  of  the  French  and  American 
Claims  Commission,  and  your  official  action  in  bringing  the  subject  to 
the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS. 


No.  99. 

Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  Boutwell, 

Department  op  State, 

Washington,  January  31, 1883. 

Sib  :  I  have  to  inform  you  that  a  dispatch  has  been  received  from 
Hr.  Morton,  the  American  minister  at  Paris,  in  which  he  states  that 
on  the  10th  instant  President  Gr6vy  promulgated  the  supplementary 
claims  convention  which  was  concluded  at  this  capital  on  the  19th  of 
July  last. 

I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Acting  Secretary. 
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No.  100. 

Mr.  Davis  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  of  State, 

Waskingtany  February  24,  1883. 

Sib  :  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Senate  has  consented  to  the  rati- 
fication of  the  treaty  extending  the  term  of  the  French  and  American 
Olaims  Commission,  subject  to  the  following  amendment,  viz : 

Article  I,  paragraph 3,  after  the  word  "death "  at  the  end  of  line 2, 
insert  the  word  or,  and  in  lines  3  and  4  strike  out  the  words  ^^  retirement 
or  cessation  of  the  functions." 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


No.  101. 

Mr.  Da/vis  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  of  State, 
'Washington,  May  23,  1883. 

Sir  :  Beferring  to  previous  correspondence  in  relation  to  the  agree- 
ment made  by  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and  France  iu  re- 
lation to  the  cane  of  Taylor  v.  France  and  similar  cases  against  tbe 
United  States,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that,  after  a  conference 
with  Mr.  Boustan,  the  minister  of  France  at  this  capital,  the  followiDg 
agreement  has  been  reached. 

The  agent  of  the  United  States  to  withdraw  the  case  of  Taylor  pur- 
suant to  the  said  agreement,  whereupon,  and  at  the  same  sitting  of  tbe 
commission,  the  agent  of  France  is  to  withdraw  the  case  of  Payan  and 
others  against  the  United  States,  No.  28,  and  the  third  item  of  claim  in 
the  case  of  Perdreanvillo  v.  the  United  States,  No.  18,  being  for  the 
schooner  Frederick  the  Second  and  cargo. 

It  is  hoped  that  immediately  thereafter  you  will  confer  with  the  French 
agent  as  to  other  cases  involving  the  same  principle,  which,  it  is  con- 
tended on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  should  be  withdrawn  under 
the  agreement,  when,  should  you  be  unable  to  come  to  an  amicable 
conclusion,  you  are  requested  to  inform  this  Department  of  the  fact, 
together  with  the  reasons  advanced  by  you  in  support  of  this  Govern- 
ment's position  and  counter  allegations  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Grimand  de 
Gaux  in  each  case,  so  that  a  further  conference  may  be  had  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  French  minister  on  the  subject. 
I  am,  &c., 

JOHN  DAVIS, 
Acting  Secretcry. 


No.  102. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  Axehioan  Claims  Commission, 

Washington,  June  15,  1883. 

Sm :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed 
to  me  by  Mr.  Gr\mau4  d^  Ci*AAVi,  «i.^<i,w\»  IlQ^  the  Government  of  tbe  Re- 
public of  France,  in  le^pV^  t^  «i»  Y^U^n  ^1  \a:\\\.^  ^1  '(Jw^  'WVv  iastant,  of 
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which  a  copy  was  furnished  to  you,  and  all  relating  to  certain  cases 
against  the  United  States  pending  before  the  French  and  American 
Claims  Gommission,  and  which,  as  maintained  by  me,  should  be  with- 
drawn agreeably  to  the  principle  recognized  by  the  representatives  of 
the  two  Governments  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  the  Bepublic  of 
France,  No.  1. 

Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States, 


Washimoton,  U  11  j'lfifi  1883. 

Monsieur  l' Agent  :  J'ai  l^onneur  de  vous  aocuser  reception  de  votre  lettre  en  date 
da  7  dece  mois,  par  laquelle  vone  m^informez  que  yous  acceptez  lesconclnsioDSsp^cifl^es 
dans  ma  lettre  da  2  coarant,  conceraant  une  s^rie  de  r^clamationit  fraoQaisea— dont 
Toas  m'avez  demand^  le  retrait  par  applicatiou  de  I'art.  II  da  traits  de  1880,  tel  qa'il 
a  4t6  interprets  par  les  deux  Gouyeruements  le  17-21  dScembre  1881— excepts  en  ce 
qui  conoerne  les  denx  reclamations  de  J.  Perrodin,  No.  90,  et  deG.  A.  Le  More,  No.  211. 

Ponr  la  reclamation  J.  Perrodin,  vous  objectez  que  la  partie  maintenue  par  moi 
ayant  6t6  abandounee  par  IMnteressd  lors  de  Tinstance  devant  la  cour  des  claims,  cet 
abandon  Squivaut  k  an  r^glement  final. 

Pour  la  reclamation  G.  A.  Le  More,  voas  contestez  que  la  lettre  de  M.  Seward  du  19 
aoftt  1864  contieuue  aucune  reserve  au  profit  de  ces  rSclamants,  et  vous  ajoutez  qu'en 
toat  etat  de  cause  dans  votre  opinion  tout  engagement  diplomatique  serait  nul  et 
sans  effet  en  presence  des  stipulations  du  traite  de  ItiBO. 

Enfln,  vous  objectez  aussi  au  dernier  paragraphe  de  ma  communication  dont  Je  re- 
prodnis  les  termes : 

"  Qaant  k  ce  qui  conceme  les  retraits  tant  partiels  que  oomplets,  que  J'ai  rhonnenr 
de  vous  notifier,  il  demeure  bien  entendu  que  la  mesure  prise  par  I'agent  du  Gouver- 
nement  Frau^ais  n'impliqne  aucune  expression  d'opinion  concemant  la  Justice  ou 
les  merites  de  Pobjet  de  la  reclamation,  les  droits  que  les  redamants  croient  avoir 
restant,  anjourd'bui,  ce  quMls  etaient  avant  la  presentation  de  lenr  reclamation  de- 
vant la  Commission  mixte.'^ 

Je  regrette.  Monsieur  1' Agent,  de  ne  pouvoir  me  ranger  k  votre  avis,  et  je  dois  per- 
sister  dans  I'opinion  que  ces  deux  reclamations  n^ont  pas  ete  rigUea  dans  le  sens  donne, 
d'un  commun  accord,  par  les  deux  Gouvemements,  k  r  Article  II  du  traite.  Je  ne  puis, 
par  consequent,  que  vous  confirmer  les  conclusions  que  J'ai  d^jk  eu  Pbonneur  de  vous 
notifier  par  ma  lettre  du  2  join  courant. 

Je  dois  aussi  maintenir  les  reserves  faites  par  moi  concemant  les  retraits,  partiels 
on  complets,  don't  voas  avez  re^u  notification,  vu  que  ces  reserves  sont  expressement 
determines  par  I'entente  diplomatique  du  17-21  decembre  1881. 

Je  suis  avec  respect.  Monsieur  TAgent,  votre  tr^s  obeissant  serviteur, 

E.  GRIMAUD  DE  CAUX. 


No.  103. 

Mr.  Frelingliuysen  to  Mr,  Boutwell. 

Department  of  State, 
Wa^shington^  June  19,  1883. 

Sir:  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  15th  instant, 
inclosing  a  copy  of  a  communication  addressed  to  you  by  Mr.  Grimaud 
de  Gaux,  agent  of  the  French  Government,  in  relation  to  certain  ca^es 
pending  before  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission,  and 
which,  as  maintained  by  you,  should  be  withdrawn  agreeably  to  the 
principle  recognized  by  the  representatives  of  the  two  countries  in  the 
case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  Bepublic  of  France,  No.  1, 1  have  to  inform 
you  that  a  proper  communication  will  be  made  to  the  minister  of  the 
French  Bepublic  in  pursuance  of  and  in  accordance  with  the  agreement 
made  with  his  predecessor. 
I  am,  &c., 

FBED'K  T.  FBELINQRUY^El^. 
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No.  104. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

Washington^  October  13,  1883. 

Sir:  The  members  of  the  FreDch  and  American  Claims  Commission 
and  the  agents  and  counsel  of  the  two  Governments  intend  to  dispose 
of  the  business  pending  before  the  Commission  by  the  Ist  day  of  April 
next  as  required  by  the  treaty.  There  are  now  229  cases  which  have 
not  been  briefed.  The  record  in  many  of  these  cases  is  voluminous  and 
the  damages  claimed  are  large.  It  will  be  proper  forme  at  the  close  of 
the  business  of  the  Commission  to  prepare  a  full  report  of  its  doings. 
In  this  view  of  the  work  remaining  to  be  done,  I  have  the  honor  to  ask 
for  authority  to  employ  a  person  competent  to  prepare  briefs  and  to  aid 
in  such  other  work  as  may  be  essential.  I  take  the  liberty  of  suggest- 
ing $200  per  month  as  a  reasonable  compensation  for  such  service  as  I 
have  iudicated. 
I  am,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


Ko.  106. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

Washingto-n,  October  24,  1883. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  for  your  information  a  copy  of  a 
communication  addressed  to  me  by  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux,  under  date 
of  October  3,  in  which  he  demands  the  withdrawal  from  the  flies  of  the 
French  and  American  Claims  Commission  four  cases,  namely:  The  Ari- 
zona Mining  Company  against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  13;  George 
Goodman  against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  16;  Willusstun  and  Dut- 
ton  against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  17;  and  Humphrey  E.  Wood- 
house  against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  7.  I  also  inclose  herewith  a 
copy  of  my  reply. 

Upon  the  receipt  of  the  letter  of  Mr.  de  Caux,  of  the  3d  of  October, 
I  invited  Mr.  Nathaniel  Wilson,  who  is  counsel  in  the  first  three  cases 
named,  to  make  such  statements  as  he  thought  proper;  and  I  have  the 
honor  to  inclose  herewith  copies  of  two  communications  made  by  him 
to  me  upon  the  subject. 

Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States, 


Washington,  le  3  octobre  1883. 

Monsieur  l'Aornt:  Le  GouverDeineiit  de  la  R^publique  frau9ai8e  et  le  Oonveroe* 
meut  des  £tats-Uni8  ^taDt  tomh^s  d'accord  par  deux  ententes  aucceesives,  eu  dat« 
I'une  da  17-21  ddcembre  1881,  Tantre  du  24  niai  1883,  sur  Finterpr^tation  de  la  partie 
.de  Tart.  II  da  traits  de  1880,  ^tabliHsant  que  la  Commission  Mixte  n'liurait  aucnne  jiiri- 
diction  sur  tonte  reclamation  qui  anrait  6t6  r^gl^  Jndiciairement,  diplomatiquement 
ou  autrement  par  une  autorit^  comp^tente,  vous  avez,  recenimept,  effectu6  d^tinitive 
ment  Je  retrait  de  la  reclamation  Isaac  Taylor,  No.  1,  coutre  la^^publique  Fran^aiae 
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et  j^ai,  de  mon  c6t^,  effectu^  le  retrait  total  des  reclamations  No.  28,  No.  365  et  No.  674 
contre  les  Etats-Unis  et  le  retrait  partiel  des  r^clatnatioos,  aiissi  contre  les  Etats- 
Unis,  No.  18  et  No.  91. 

Par  application  des  mdmes  regies,  j*ai  I'hounenr,  Monsieur  I'Agent,  d'appeler  votre 
attention  sur  les  qnatre  reclamations  snivantes,  anxquellea  la  m6me  mesure  me  paralt 
incontestablemeut  6tre  applicable  et  dout,  par  suite,  je  demande  le  retrait : 

1.  Arizona  Mining  Co.,  No.  13. 

2.  G.  Goodrum,  No.  16. 

3.  W.  Willnstun  &  Dntton,  No.  17. 

(Saisie  dn  navire  **  Richardson"  parle  *'  Diamanf  en  1864 ;  ces  trois reclamations, 
partant  sur  la  mdme  aflaire,  ont  4t6  consolidees,  No.  13  page  105.) 

4.  H.  Woodhouse,  No^  7. 

Saisie  da  *<Milo''  par  le  '* Magellan"  en  lb63. 

Dans  les  reclamations  No.  13-16  et  17,  il  ne  m'est  pas  possible  de  prodaire  nne  oopie 
certifiee  da  Jngement  du  Conseil  des  Prises  relatif  au  navire  '*  Richardson/'  les  ar- 
chives da  Conseil  d'£tat  ayant  ete  brniees  k  Paris  en  1871. 

*  Cette  pi^ce  est  remplacee  par  une  declaration  ad  hoc  de  M.  le  Ministre  de  la  Marine 
et  des  Colonies  resnmant  le  cas  du  Richardson  (page  107,  No.  13). 

La  reclamation  No.  7  a  ete  regiee  par  un  jugement  du  Conseil  des  Prises  en  date 
dn  8  Jaillet  1864.  Une  copie  authentiqne  de  cette  pii^ce  se  trouve  an  dossier  de  ladite 
reclamation,  page  40. 

Je  Buis  avec  respect,  etc., 

£.  GRIMAUD  DB  CAUX. 
Hon.  Geo.  S.  Boutweix, 

Agent  ei  Conseil  de»  ^tata-'UnU. 


Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr.  de  Caux, 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

Waehingtonf  October  24,  1883. 

Sir:  Since  the  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  3d  of  October,  in  which  you 
demand  the  withdrawal  of  certain  cases  now  pending  before  the  French  and  Ameri- 
can Claims  Commission,  namely :  The  Arizona  Mining  Company  against  the  Republio 
of  France,  No.  13 ;  George  Goorum  against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  16  ;  Willustum 
and  Dntton  against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  17 ;  and  Humphrey  £.  Woodhouse 
against  the  Republic  of  France,  No.  7. 

I  have  examinations  of  the  cases  named,  respectively,  and  I  am  now  able  to  give 
yon  my  conclusions. 

It  appears  from  the  record  that  in  the  case  of  Woodhouse  v.  The  French  Republic, 
No.  7,  there  was  never  a  decision  of* a  prize  court  which  in  any  manner  touches  the 
snbject-matter  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  the  memorial.  If  I  accept  the  record  as  con- 
taining a  truthful  statement  of  the  events  as  they  occurred,  it  appears  therefrom  that 
the  vessel  called  the  Milo  had  on  board  at  the  time  of  her  seizure  certain  articles  which 
were  claimed  to  be  contraband  of  war;  and  that  the  vessel  and  cargo  were  seized  by 
the  French  man-of*war  Magellan  and  taken  to  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz,  where  a  portion 
of  the  cargo  was  condemned.  It  appears  also  that  a  partial  payment  was  made  to 
one  Jose  Vizcaya  for  that  portion  of  the  cargo  which  was  adjudged  to  be  free,  while 
the  articles  deemed  to  be  contraband  of  war  were  confiscated.  The  record  does  not 
show  that  any  proceedings  were  had  against  the  vessel,  and  after  a  period  of  deten- 
tion &t  Vera  Cmz  she  was  permitted  to  return  to  Matamoros,  the  port  of  original 
destination,  with  a  portion  of  her  cargo  on  board. 

The  claim  is  for  loss  upon  the  merchandise,  for  provisions  and  equipments  needed 
upon  the  voyage  from  Vera  Cruz  i.o  Matamoros,  for  injury  to  the  vessel,  and  for  loss 
of  freight-money  due  to  the  detention. 

Upon  this  state  of  facts  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  of  Woodhouse  against  the 
Republic  of  France  does  not  come  within  the  rule  adopted  in  the  case  of  Taylor 
against  the  Republic  of  France,.  No.  1.  I  decline,  therefore,  to  withdraw  the  case  of 
Woodhouse. 

As  to  the  other  ihree  cases^  it  is  to  be  said  that  I  have  not  satisfied  myself  that  they 
do  not  fall  within  the  lule  establi^!hed  in  the  case  of  Taylor,  although  it  is  po8sible 
that  a  more  careful  examinationof  the  records  will  furnish  grounds  for  distinguishing 
these  cases  from  the  Taylor  case.  It  is  known  to  you  that  case  No.  211  (Le  Mora  v. 
The  United  States)  has  been  made  the  subject  of  diplomatic  action,  and  I  shall  delay 
a  definite  reply  to  your  demand  in  cases  Nos.  13, 16,  and  17,  against  France,  until  I  re- 
ceive specific  instructions  from  the  Department  of  State,  or  information  as  to  the  de- 
cision Anally  had  in  the  case  of  Le  More. 
Very  respectfully,  * 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  iKt  Uts\i«rf.  &ViA«.%. 


\ 
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Washington,  D.  C,  October,  1883. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  cases  of  Goodrum  v.  France,  and  WilluHtram  and  Datton  v 
France,  Nus.  16  and  17,  mentioned  in  your  letter  of  tbe5th  instant,  I  have  to  state  they 
are  claims  for  the  illegal  detention  of  the  scboonnr  Richardson. 

Tbey  do  not  come  within  any  possible  rule  of  interpretation  of  article  11  of  the 
treaty. 
They  have  never  been  passed  upon  or  determined  by  any  prize  or  other  tribunal. 
I  respectfully  protest  against  their  withdrawal,  and  refer  you,  for  additional  grounds 
of  protest,  to  a  letter  of  this  date  in  relation  to  the  claim  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Com- 
pany. 

Very  respectfully,  &c., 

NATH'L  WILSON. 
Hon.  Geobob  S.  Boutwell, 

Agent  and  Counteh 


Washington,  D.  C,  October,  1883. 

Sir  :  We  have  your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  in  which  you  state  that  yon  have  re- 
ceived from  tbeagept  of  the  French  Government  a  communication,  under  date  of  the 
3d  of  October,  in  wbich  he  claims  that  the  case  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company  v.  The 
French  Republic,  falls  under  the  rule  of  interpretation  adopted  by  the  two  Govern- 
ments in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The  French  Republic  No.  1. 

On  referring  to  the  letter  of  the  agent  of  the  French  Republic,  which  you  have 
kindly  allowed  us  to  inspect,  we  observe  that  it  is  claimed  that  all  cases  of  alleged 
illegal  captures  of  Amencan  vessels  and  cargoes  on  the  high  seas  by  I'Yench  naval 
fiirces,  whenever  a  decree  has  been  entered  by  a  French  prize  court,  are  excluded  from 
the  inrisdiction  of  the  Mixed  Commission,  and  cannot  be  inquire<l  into. 

This  exclusion  results,  it  is  said,  from  the  rule  of  interpretation  adopted  by  the  two 
Governments  with  reference  to  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  June  *4^,  1)^,  which 
excepts  such  claims  **  as  have  been  already  diplomatically.  Judicially,  or  otherwise  by 
competent  authority  heretofore  disposed  of  by  either  Government.^' 

Vou  are,  there/ore,  asked  to  withdraw  the  case  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company,  be- 
cause it  appears,  from  the  letter  of  the  minister  of  marine  of  the  French  Republic, 
that  the  powder  which  is  the  subject  of  this  claim,  and  which  was  taken  from  on 
board  an  American  vessel,  on  the  high  seas  while  on  its  way  from  one  port  iu  the 
United  States  to  another  port  in  the  United  States,  was  condemned  by  a  French  prize 
court. 

The  record  of  the  proceedings  in  prize  is  said  to  have  been  burned. 

We  have  no  information,  except  that  contained  in  the  agent's  letter,  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  two  Governments  in  relation  to  cases  before  the  Commissiou.  . 

It  appears  to  us,  however,  quite  incredible  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  admitted,  or  can  admit,  that  a  French  prize  court  is  a  "competent  author- 
ity "  to  determine  finally  questions  relating  to  the  sovereignty  of  the  ocean  and  the 
rights  of  American  citizens  to  navigate  the  high  seas  in  vessels  carrying  the  AmericaD 
flag. 

Such  an  admission  would  be  wholly  inconsistent  with  the  principles  of  public  law 
and  the  rights  of  neutrals  of  which  the  United  States  has  always  been  a  conspicnoos 
advocate  and  would  give  to  the  adjudications  of  the  prize  courts  of  a  belligerent, 
consequences  which  the  United  States  has  uniformly  deiiie<l  to  theut. 

B}'  no  nation  has  the  doctrine  that  the  definitive  sentence  of  the  prize  courts  of  a 
belligerent  state  is  conclusive  of  nothing  save  the  question  of  property  and  that  of 
national  responsibility  for  the  capture  been  more  earnestly  and  more  frequently 
maintained  than  by  the  United  States.  No  other  nation  has  more  repeat«dly  enforced 
that  doctrine  against  belligerent  nations.  It  is  indeed  one  of  the  cardi  uaf  doctrines 
of  the  American  theory  of  neutral  rights. 

In  the  present  instance,  as  is  shown  by  the  diplomatic  corresiwudence  referred  to 
in  the  brief  alreudy  filed,  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  through  its  chief  ex- 
ecutive officer  and  in  its  communication  with  the  French  Government,  declared  the 
injui*y  to  the  claimant  to  be  a  spoliation  committed  on  the  high  seaa  in  the  exercise 
of  a  belligerent  power  against  Mexico,  and  full  indemnity  was  asked  upon  the  ground 
that  the  United  States  could  not  allow  the  exenise  of  belligerent  rights  which  inter- 
fered with  the  perfect  freedom  of  trade  between  her  own  ports. 

On  the  part  of  the  French  Government  the  doctrines  contended  for  by  the  United 
States  was  not  dihputed,  nor  was  liability  denied.  The  final  consideration  of  the 
claim  was  postponed  to  await  the  organization  of  a  Mixed  Commission,  on  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  French  minister  of  foreign  afiairs. 

When  the  Commission  was  organized  the  claim  wjs  presented  to  it  in  obedience  to 
the  requirements,  as  it  was  understood,  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
It  was  prepared  for  hearing  and  decVwvoTiXi^  ^^«.t  labor  and  at  great  expense. 
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We  respectfully  and  earnestly  protest  against  its  being  now  withdrawn  from  the 
consideration  of  the  Commission.  > 

If,  however,  for  reasons  satisfactory  to  it,  the  Government  concludes  that  it  is 
proper  or  expedient  to  withdraw  the  case,  we  shall  claim,  with  obvious  justice,  and  we 
now  give  notice  of  our  claim,  that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  will  itself 
become  chargeable  with  the  obligations  and  duty  of  indemnifying  the  claimant  Com- 
pany for  losses  which  have  been  occasioned  by  the  spoliation  of  its  property  by  the 
naval  forces  of  the  French  Republic. 
Very  respectfully, 

8.  S.  COX, 
NATH^L  WILSON. 
Jitamey$  far  Claimant. 
Hon.  George  S.  Boutweix, 

Jgtnt  and  Coumelf  Wa$hington. 


No.  106. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  of  State, 

Wdshingt^mj  November  8,  1883. 

Sib  :  Yoar  letter  of  the  24th  altimo,  in  relation  to  certain  claims  be- 
fore the  Commission  which  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux,  the  counsel  for  France, 
desires  should  be  withdrawn  has  been  received. 

Your  course  in  regard  to  the  matter  is  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the 
Department  and  meets  with  unqualified  approval. 
I  am,  &c., 

FRED'K  T.  FBELINGHUYSEN. 


No.  107. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  American  Claims  .  Commission, 

WaahingtOHj  November  16,  1883. 

Sir  :  At  the  public  meeting  of  the  Commission  this  morning  I  entered 
a  motion  for  further  time  within  which  to  file  a  brief  in  the  case  of  G.  A. 
Le  More  &  Co.  vs.  The  United  States,  No.  211,  and  assigned  as  a  reason 
that  the  claim  set  forth  in  the  memorial  in  this  case  had  been  made  the 
subject  of  diplomatic  correspondence  between  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  United  States  and  the  representative  of  the  French  Republic  at 
Washington,  and  that  I  had  not  been  advised  of  the  result. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  in  reply,  stated  that  the  French  minister 
had  declined  definitely  to  withdraw  the  case,  and  upon  that  statement 
he  urged  the  Commission  to  make  an  order  requiring  me  to  file  a  brief 
within  a  specified  time. 

In  answer  to  the  Marquis,  I  stated  that  I  had  no  knowledge  as  to  the 
result  of  the  negotiations,  and  that  iu  asking  for  time  I  could  not  pledge 
myself  that  within  that  time  I  should  be  so  situated  fis  to  file  a  brief,  in- 
asmuch as  I  considered  myself  subject  to  instructions  that  I  might  re- 
ceive from  the  honorable  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States. 

The  Commission  took  the  motion  under  advisement. 

In  the  mean  time  I  should  be  glad  to  receive  any  instructions  or  sug- 
gestions which  will  enable  me  to  so  act  as  to  avoid  any  conflict  with  the 
Commission  in  regard  to  the  preparation  of  a  brief. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Couu%el  Jot  tlva  \5tv.\\A^  ^qX«^. 
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Ko.  108. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and.  American  Claims  Commission, 

Washington^  December  21,  1883. 

Sir:  At  a  meeting  of  the  Commission,  held  on  the  15th  inst.,  an 
order  was  adopted  requiring  the  counsel  lor  the  United  States  to  file  a 
brief  in  the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  v.  The  United  States,  No.  211, 
on  or  before  Wednesday  the  19th  of  December,  1883. 

Having  in  mind  the  instructions  contaitied  in  your  letter  to  me  of  tbe 
22d  day  of  last  month,  I  requested  Baron  de  Arinos  to  call  a  meeting  of 
the  Commission,  the  proceedings  of  which  were  to  be  private  and  con- 
fidential. 

Agreeably  to  my  request,  a  meeting  was  called  by  the  Baron,  which 
was  held  at  the  office  of  the-  Commission  on  Wednesday  last  at  10 
o'clock. 

At  that  meeting  the  agent  and  counsel  for  the  French  Government 
were  present. 

I  stated  to  the  Commission  that  my  object  in  asking  for  a  meeting 
was  to  secure  for  myself  an  opportunity  to  lay  before  the  Commission- 
ers my  reasons  for  not  observing  their  order  in  the  matter  of  filing  a 
brief  in  the  case  of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  The  counsel  for  the  French 
Oovemment  objected  to  the  proceeding,  and  a  conversation  followed,  a 
report  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted  for  your  information.  At  the 
end,  the  Commission  decided  (the  Commissioner  for  the  Kepnblic  of 
France  objecting)  that  the  letters  to  which  reference  had  been  made 
(being  my  letter  to  you  of  the  16th  of  Noveml)er  last  and  your  reply  of 
the  22d  of  that  month)  should  be  read.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  read- 
ing the  agent  and  counsel  for  the  French  Eepublic,  and  the  counsel  for 
the  United  States,  left  the  room  of  the  Commission,  and  afterwards  I 
received  an  order,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  inclosed,  together  with 
the  protest  of  the  Commissioner  for  the  Republic  of  France.  By  that 
order  I  am  allowed  "till  the  28th  of  December  to  file"  a  brief. 

From  the  course  of  proceedings,  and  irom  the  knowledge  1  have  of 
existing  circumstances,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Commission  will  take 
and  exercise  jurisdiction  over  the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.,  whether 
a  brief  is  or  is  not  filed  by  the  28th  day  of  the  present  month. 

Unless  I  receive  further  and  difi'erent  instructions  I  shall  assume  that 
the  direction  contained  in  your  letter  of  22d  of  last  month  is  to  be  ob- 
served. 

Yours,  &c., 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States, 


No.  109. 
Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

DEPA.RTMENT  OF  STATE, 

Washington^  December  27,  1883. 

Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  21st  instant,  in  which  you 
state  that  on  the  loth  instant  an  order  was  a<lopted  requiring  you  to 
file  a  brief  in  the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  and  Company  v.  The  United 
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States,  Ko.  211,  on  or  before  the  19th  of  December;  and  that  on  the 
latter  date,  you  were  given  until  the  28tb  of  the  same  month  to  file  the 
brief;  and  you  close  by  stating  that  unless  you  receive  further  and 
diflPereut  instructions,  you  will  assume  that  the  diiection  given  in  my 
letter  of  the  22d  November  is  to  be  observed. 

That  letter  instructed  you  as  to  the  Le  More  claim,  that  pursuant 
to  the  agreement  between  the  two  Governments  in  accordance  with 
which  the  Taylor  case  was  withdrawn,  it  is  not  within  the  province  of 
the  Commission  now  to  consider  this  claim,  as  diplomatic  negotiations 
between  the  two  Governments  are  still  pending,  and  that  if  it  be  found 
necessary  you  were  to  inform  the  Commission  of  this  fact,  and  decline 
to  proceed  in  the  case  until  further  Instructed. 

Those  instructions  are  now  repeated,  and  should  the  Commission,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  negotiations  relating  to  their  jurisdiction  over  this 
claim  are  still  pending,  insist  upon  its  consideration,  you  will  decline 
DOW  to  take  any  part  in  the  case  and  will  formally  protest  on  the  part 
of  this  Government  against  any  action  by  the  Commissioners. 
I  am,  &c., 

FRED.  T.  FRBIilNGHUYSBN. 


Ko.  110. 

Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen, 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street^ 
''  Washington^  2>.  C,  January  8,  1884. 

Sir  :  At  the  session  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 
held  January  7,  Marquis  de  Chambrun  read  a  paper,  of  which  I  inclose 
a  copy. 

The  original  was  left  with  the  Commission,  but  no  remark  was  made 
thereon  by  any  member  of  the  Commission,  and  I  thought  it  expedient 
to  abstain  from  any  observation  on  my  part. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  on  the  part  of  the  United  States, 


I  am  directed  by  the  FreDch  Government  to  state  that  it  has  decided  that  the  case 
6.  A.  Le  More  Sc  Co.,  No.  91 1  was  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  final  action,  and 
that  it  is  opposed  to  any  farther  diplomatic  discassion. 

This  decision  was  reached  at  a  date  subsequent  to  the  answer  made  by  the  French 
Minister  of  Foreign  Afi'airs  to  Mr.  Morton,  United  States  Minister  at  Pans,  and  it  was 
communicated  to  the  representative  of  the  French  Government  at  Washington  on  the 
29th  of  December,  1883. 
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No.  111. 

Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington^  January  18,  18S4. 

Sir:  At  the  meeting  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commis- 
sion, held  the  lath  day  of  the  present  month,  an  order  was  adopted 
directing  the  counsel  for  the  respeciive  governments  to  present  oral 
arguments  in  four  cases  against  the  Republic  of  France,  namely,  Wood- 
house  V.  France,  No.  7  ;  Goodrura  r.  France,  No.  16 ;  Willnstan  et  al  v, 
France,  No.  17  ;  Arizona  Mining  (company  v.  France,  No.  13. 

As  introductory  to  the  suggestion  I  have  the  honor  to  make  concern- 
ing the  order  of  the  Commission,  I  call  your  attention  to  a  copy  of  a 
letter  addressed  by  me  to  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux,  under  date  of  the  24th 
day  of  October,  1883,  in  relation  to  the  said  claims.  That  letter  is  are- 
ply  to  the  demand  made  upon  me  by  the  agent  for  the  French  Republic 
that  the  cases  referred  to  should  be  withdrawn  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  laid  down  in  the  correspondence  touching  the  case  of  Isaac 
Taylor  v.  the  Republic  of  France. 

it  is  intimated  in  the  last  paragraph  but  one  of  my  reply  that  three 
of  the  cases  named  may  fall  by  classification  under  the  lead  of  the 
Isaac  Taylor  case,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  should  be  so  classified. 

It  occurs  to  me  that,  if  I  consent  to  and  take  part  in  the  oral  argu- 
ment, my  action  may  be  construed  by  the  agent  and  counsel  for  France 
into  an  admission  that- 1  have  waived  the  objections  heretofore  made  to 
the  consideration  of  similar  cases  against  the  United  States,  and  my 
action  may  be  made  use  of  to  sustain  the  position  of  the  French  Gov- 
ernment in  regard  to  the  case  of  Le  More,  No.  211. 

It  will  be  agreeable  to  me  to  receive  your  suggestions  or  instructions 
in  regard  to  my  course  concerning  an  oral  argument. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States, 


Mr.  Boutwell  to  Monsieur  Orimaud  de  Caux. 

French  and  American  Claims  CoMMtssioN, 

1518  H  Street, 
fVashingtonj  October  24,  1883. 

Sir:  Since  the  receipt  of  yonr  communication  of  the  3d  of  October,  in  which  you 
demand  the  withdrawal  of  certain  causes  now  pending  before  the  French  and  Auier- 
ican  Claims  ConimiHsion,  namely,  The  Arizona  Mining  Company  against  the  Repablic 
of  France,  No.  13;  Willuston  &,  Dutton  against  the  Kepnblic  of  France,  No.  17;  and 
Humphrey  E.  Woodhonse  against  the  Kepuldic  of  France,  No.  7,  I  have  made  exam- 
ination of  the  cases  named,  respectively,  and  am  now  able  to  give  yon  my  conclasiona. 

It  appears  from  the  record  that  in  the  case  of  Woodhonse  r.  The  French  RepubliOf 
No.  7,  there  never  was  a  decision  of  a  prize  ooart  which  in  any  manner  t4>ucDe8  the 
subject-matter  of  the  claim  set  forth  in  the  memorial.  If  I  accept  the  record  as  con- 
taining a  truthful  statement  of  the  events  as  they  occurred,  it  appears,  therefrom, 
that  the  vessel  called  the  Milo  had  on  board  at  the  time  of  her  seizure  certain  aniclei 
which  were  claimed  to  be  contraband  of  war,  and  certain  other  articles  which  were  not 
contraband  of  war ;  and  that  the  vessel  and  cargo  were  seized  by  the  French  man-cf- 
war  Magellan  and  taken  to  the  port  of  Vera  Crnz,  where  a  portion  of  the  cargo  wm 
condemned.  It  appears  also  that  a  partial  payment  was  made  to  one  Joe^  YiEoaya 
for  that  portion  of  the  cargo  which  was  adjudged  to  be  free,  while  the  articles  deezned 
to  be  contraband  of  war  wet©  cont»c«AM,   'tiife  xMAitd  does  not  show  that  any  pro- 
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CAedings  wpre  had  agaiDst  the  vessel,  and  after  a  period  of  detention  at  Vera  Cmz  she 
was  permitted  to  return  to  Matamoros,  the  port  of  original  destination,  with  a  portion 
of  her  cargo  on  board 

The  claim  is  for  loss  npon  the  merchandise,  for  provisions  and  equipment  needed 
iipf»n  the  voyage  from  Vera  Cruz  to  Matamoros,  for  injury  to  the  vessel,  and  for  loss 
of  freight  money  due  to  the  deteution. 

Upon  this  state  <»f  facts  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  case  of  Woodhouse  against 
the  Rejiublic  of  France  does  not  come  within  the  rule  adopted  in  the  ease  of  Taylor 
againMt  the  Republic  of  Franco,  No.  1.  I  decline,  therefore,  to  withdraw  the  case  of 
Wootihonse. 

As  to  the  other  three  cases,  it  is  to  be  said  that  I  have  not  yet  satisfied  myself  that 
they  do  not  fall  within  the  rule  CHtablished  io  the  case  of  Taylor,  although  it  is  possi- 
ble that  a  more  careful  examination  of  the  records  will  furnish  grounds  for  distin- 
gniMhing  these  cases  from  the  Taylor  case. 

It  is  known  to  you  that  ca^e  No.  211,  Le  More  r.  'Ihe  United  States,  has  been  made 
the  Kubjer.t  of  diplomatic  action,  and  I  shall  delay  a  definite  reply  to  your  demand  in 
catses  NoH.  13,  16,  and  17  against  France  until  I  receive  specific  instructions  from  the 
Department  of  Stat*^,  or  information  as  to  the  decision  finally  had  in  the  case  of  Le 
More. 

Very  respectfully, 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States, 


No.  112. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Department  of  State, 

Wdshingtofij  January  21, 1884. 

Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  18th  iustant,  in  which  j'oa 
state  that  the  French  and  American  Commission  has  directed  argument 
in  four  cases  against  the  French  Republic,  which  theagent  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  heretofore  requested  you  to  withdraw  as  embraced  within  the 
Tsiylor  agreement ;  and  you  add  that  you  have  no  doubt  that  three  of 
them  fall  within  that  clas«t.  You  intimate  that  should  you  agree  on  these 
cases,  your  action  may  be  construed  into  an  admission  that  you  have 
waived  the  objections  heretofore  made  to  the  consideration  of  similar 
cases  against  the  United  States,  and  that  your  action  may  be  made  use 
of  to  sustain  the  position  of  the  French  Government  in  regard  to  the 
case  of  Le  More,  ^o.  211,  and  you  request  instructions  as  to  your  course. 
You  inclose  a  copy  of  your  letter  to  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux  of  October 
24th  last,  in  response  to  a  request  to  withdraw  these  claims. 

The  four  cases  are  those  of  Woodhouse,  No.  7,  the  Arizona  Mining 
Company,  No.  13,  George  Goodrum,  No.  16,  and  Willuston  and  Dalton, 
No.  17,  all  against  the  Republic  of  France.  The  case  of  Woodhouse, 
No.  7,  is  not  of  importance  in  this  connection,  as  you  definitely  declined 
to  withdraw  it,  and  no  appeal  has  been  taken  from  that  decision  through 
the  French  minister  to  this  Department.  As  to  the  other  three  cases, 
you  informed  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux  that  you  had  not  satis6ed  yourself 
that  they  do  not  fall  within  the  excluding  rule,  '^although  it  is  possible 
that  a  more  careful  examination  of  the  records  will  furnish  grounds  for 
distinguishing  these  cases  from  the  Taylor  case.  The  negotiations  and 
agreement  in  the  Taylor  case  are  so  well  known  to  you  that  a  short  re- 
ference to  them  is  sufficient  to  show  the  grounds  upon  which  3*our  action 
should  be  based.  The  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  January,  1880, 
establishing  the  commission,  expressly  excepts  from  its  jurisdiction  all 
claims  which  had  heretofore  been  diplomatically,  judi<nally,  or  other- 
wise by  competent  authorities  disposed  of  by  either  Government." 
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Mr.  Isaac  Taylor  filed  a  claim  against  the  Republic  of  France  for  the 
loss  of  a  cargo  of  petroleum  seized  during  the  Franco-German  war  by 
a  French  cruiser,  and  condemned  by  a  French  prize  court,  which  con- 
demnation was  affirmed  upon  appeal.  Thereupon  Mr.  Outrey,  then 
mini^t^r  from  France  in  Washington,  requested  of  my  predecessor,  Mr. 
Blaine,  that  he  direct  you  to  withdraw  the  case,  as  clearly  without  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  and  as  not  one  of  the  claims  which  the 
two  Governments  had  agreed  to  submit  to  it  for  adjudication,  it  having 
been  judicially  disposed  of  by  a  competent  tribunal  prior  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  treaty.  To  this  Mr.  Blaine  assented,  and  you  were  informed 
of  the  fact,  although  directions  to  withdraw  the  case  were  not  at  that 
time  in  terms  given  to  you. 

The  authority  for  this  action  is  found  in  article  5  of  the  treaty,  which 
provides  that  each  Government  may  name  an  agent  to  present  and  sup- 
port claims  on  its  behalf,  and  is  one  habitually  used  for  diplomatic 
cases  are  presented  as  Government,  not  individual  claims.  The  rights 
of  the  individual  are  not  against  the  foreign,  but  against  his  own  Gov- 
ernment, of  which  he  may  demand  protection  and  of  which  he  should 
obtain  redress,  if  any  be  due  him.  All  Governments,  however,  have 
the  right  and,  in  fact,  the  duty  is  imposed  upon  them  of  urging  diplo- 
matically only  such  claims  as  may  seem  to  them  just,  or  whose  presen- 
tation the  political  situation  and  the  good  of  the  nation  may  authorize. 
The  moment  a  claim  is  diplomatically  presented  it  becomes  a  govern- 
mental and  not  an  individual  matter,  and  all  the  power  and  discretion 
as  to  action  upon  it  rests  in  the  hands  of  the  proper  authorities. 

The  agreement  between  Mr.  Blaine  and  Mr.  Outrey  was  coupled  with 
a  specific  statement  that  the  Taylor  case  is  not  diplomatically  preju- 
diced by  withdrawal  from  this  Commission,  and  with  a  further  agree- 
ment to  withdraw  all  claims  against  the  United  States  similar  to  it 
The  agreement,  therefore,  amounts  merely  to  a  decision  that  this  class 
of  cases  was  not  intended  by  the  two  Governments  to  be  submitted 
to  this  Commission  for  a<ljndication,  and  involves  no  decision  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  claims  in  themselves. 

The  matter  was  brought  to  ray  attention  by  Mr.  Roustan,  who  had 
succeeded  Mr.  Outrey,  and  I  thereupon  directed  you  to  carry  out  the 
agreement  by  withdrawing  the  Taylor  case,  which  you  did.  Previous 
to  this,  however,  you  had  submitted  several  cases  against  the  Uuited 
States  to  this  Department,  which,  in  your  opinion,  fell  within  the  agree- 
ment, and  the  French  Minister  was  requested  to  withdraw  them,  he 
suggested  as  the  most  convenient  mode  of  handling  these  claims,  that 
you  and  the  French  agent  should  endeavor  to  come  to  an  agreement, 
failing  which  recourse  could  be  had  to  this  Department  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  French  minister  on  the  other. 

Pursuant  to  this  plan  several  cases  have  been  withdrawn,  and  ihe 
only  serious  divergence  of  opinion  has  arisen  in  the  case  of  Le  More, 
which  appears  to  this  Government  to  fall  most  distinctly  within  the 
rule.  During  the  initial  decision  Mr.  Outrey  strongly  urged  the  lack 
of  power  in  the  Commission  to  decide  upon  its  jurisdiction  in  these 
cases.  In  his  note  of  November  18,  1881,  to  Mr.  Blaine,  he  us€»d  the 
following  language : 

Id  investiDg  the  Commission  with  absolute  powers,  and  in  accordiDg  to  Us  decisions 
a  character  of  finality  from  which  there  is  no  appeal,  the  two  Govemments  intended 
that  those  powers  should  be  exercised  only  witnin  the  rigorous  limits  fixed  by  them, 
and  they  have  never  dreamed  of  authorizing  the  Commissioners  to  enlarge  their  sphere 
of  action  by  leaving  the  interpretation  of  tl^e  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  tnem. 
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And  I  am  informed  that  in  conversation  he  absolutely  declined  to 
allow  the  decision  of  the  French  prize  court  to  be  examined  by  the  Com- 
mission.  In  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Eoustan  in  regard  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Taylor  case,  dnring  which  we  discussed  the  withdrawal  of 
several  cases  against  the  United  States,  which  seemed  to  be  similar  in 
principle,  I  suggested  that  it  would  be  convenient  to  refer  the  whole 
matter  to  the  Commission  upon  an  understanding  that  a  decision  should 
be  made  upon  the  question  of  jurisdiction  separate  and  apart  from  the 
merits  of  the  several  cases.  To  this  Mr.  Eoustan  did  not  assent,  j)re- 
ferring  that  this  power  should  be  retained  by  the  diplomatic  branches 
of  the  two  Governments. 

The  matter,  therefore,  stands  as  follows :  Should  the  agent  of  one  of 
the  Governments  hold  that  a  claim  against  it  has  been  finally  disposed 
of  by  competent  authority,  he  will  so  inform  his  colleague  and  request 
its  withdrawal.  Should  this  be  declined,  he  will  communicate  with  his 
Government  through  the  proper  officer,  and  should  his  views  be  sus- 
tained, the  case  will  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  claiming  Gov- 
ernment, with  a  request  for  withdrawal. 

The  initiative,  therefore,  always  rests  with  the  Government  against 
whom  the  claim  is  brought.  You  have  not  assented  to  the  withdrawal 
of  the  three  cases — of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company,  George  Goodnim 
and  Willuston,  and  Dutton;  and  while  you  have  not  declined  to  with- 
draw them,  the  French  agent  is  fully  informed  of  your  position  by  your 
letter  to  him  of  October  24,  1883.  If,  therefore,  the  Commission  forces 
them  to  argument  it  is  for  your  colleague  to  object,  and  [  cannot  see 
that  your  absent  to  argne  the  cases  can  commit  this  Government  as 
against  that  of  France. 

Another  point  is  raised,  however,  by  the  statement  that  in  youropin* 
ion  the  three  cases  fall  within  the  excepting  clause  of  the  treaty.  Not 
having  the  record  before  me,  I  cannot,  of  course,  say  whether  in  my  opin- 
ion your  conclusion  is  correct.  Admitting  it  to  be  so,  international  fidel- 
ity will  require  a  withdrawal  of  the  cases,  although  this  need  not  neces- 
sarily take  place  immediately,  nor  need  it  take  place  at  all  should  the 
French  agent  agree  to  allow  them  to  proceed.  I  should  have  no  difficulty 
in  the  matter  were  it  not  for  the  action  of  the  Government  in  the  case  of 
Le  More  (211) ;  that  case  clearly  falls  within  the  excepting  clause,  and 
yet  Mr.  Ferry,  in  answer  to  a  request  for  its  withdrawal,  suggests  a  ref- 
erence of  the  question  of  jurisdiction  to  the  Commission.  As  this  posi- 
tion is  exactly  the  opposite  of  that  taken  by  the  French  Government 
heretofore,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  it,  and  I  await  an  answer  to  my 
communication  on  the  subject.  Under  these  circumstances  yon  may  go 
on  with  the  argument  in  these  three  cases ;  but  that  our  position  may  be 
clearly  understood,  you  will  preface  your  argument  by  a  statement  that 
you  proceed  without  prejudice  to  any  negotiations  between  the  two 
Governments  in  the  case  of  Le  More  (211 ),  and  without  admitting  in  any 
manner  the  jurisdiction  of  the  former  over  it. 
I  am,  &c., 

FRED.  T.  FRELINGHUTSEN. 
H.  Ex.  235 39 
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No.  113. 

Mr.  Boutvoell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuysen. 

Fbenoh  and  Amebigan  Claims  Commission, 

Washingtonj  January  24, 1884. 

Sib  :  At  the  session  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission 
yesterday,  when  the  cases  of  the  Arizona  Mining  Company  against  the 
Bepublic  of  France,  No.  13 ;  George  Goodrnm  against  the  !E^pnblic  of 
France,  No.  16;  and  Willuston  and  Dntton,  executors,  against  the  Ee- 
pablic  of  France,  No.  17,  were  called  for  argument,  I  submitted  a  state- 
ment accompanied  with  a  protest,  agreeably  to  the  instructions  con- 
tained in  your  letter  of  the  2l8t  instant. 

Mr.  de  Caux,  the  agent  of  the  Bepublic  of  France,  presented  a  state- 
ment in  reply. 

Copies  of  these  papers,  marked,  respectively,  A  and  B,  are  herewith 
transmitted  for  your  information. 
I  have,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWBLL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


A. 

FREycH  AND  American  Claims  Commission, 

fPaahington,  D.  C,  January  23, 1884. 

Before  prooeediDff  with  the  argument  in  the  case  of  the  Arizona  Mining^  Company 
V.  The  Republic  of  France,  No.  13 ;  the  case  of  George  Goodrum  r.  The  Republic  of 
Franco,  No.  16 ;  and  the  case  of  Willuston  et  al,,  executors,  v.  The  Republic  of  France, 
No.  17,  I  submit  to  this  honorable  Conimission  a  statement  of  certain  proceedings  «!• 
ready  bad  in  reference  t^  said  cases,  and  of  the  position  occupied  by  the  agent  and 
counsel  for  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in -reference  thereto. 

Under  date  of  the  3d  of  October,  1683, 1  received  from  Mr.  Grimaud  de  Caux,  agent 
for  the  French  Republic,  a  communication  in  which  he  demanded  the  withdrawal  by 
me  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  of  the  three  cases  above  named,  and  also 
the  case  of  Humphrey  £.  Woodhouse  v.  The  Republic  of  France,  No.  7,  and  upon  the 
ground  that  they  were  within  the  rule  adopted  in  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  r.  The  Re- 
public of  France,  No.  1. 

In  reply  to  the  demand  thus  made  by  Mr.  de  Caux  I  answered,  under  dat«  of  the 
S4tfa  of  October,  1883,  that  it  was  clear  from  the  record  that  the  case  of  Woodhouse 
V.  1  he  French  Republic,  No.  7,  did  not  fall  under  the  rule  adopted  in  the  case  of  Isaae 
Taylor,  and  I  therefore  declined  peremptorily  to  withdraw  that  claim.  As  to  the  other 
three  cases,  I  said  that  I  had  not  satisfied  myself  that  they  did  not  fall  within  the  rule 
established  in  the  cose  of  Taylor,  although  it  was  possible  that  a  more  careful  examin- 
ation of  the  records  would  furnish  grounds  for  distinguishing  those  three  cases 
irom  the  Taylor  case.  I  also  said,  in  reply,  that  it  was  known  to  Mr.  de  Canx  that 
case  No.  211,  Le  More  v.  The  United  States,  had  been  made  a  subject  of  diplomatic  ac- 
lion,  and  T announced  to  bim  that  I  delayed  a  definite  reply  to  his  demand  in  cases 
Nos.  13,  16,  and  17,  against  France  until  I  received  specific  instructions  from  the  De- 

£artnient  of  State,  or  further  information  as  to  the  decision  finally  had  in  the  case  of 
e  More. 

The  three  cases  last  mentioned  having  been  sec  for  oral  argument  upon  notice  en- 
tered by  the  counsel  for  the  French  Republic,  the  agent  and  counsel  for  the  United 
States  assumes  that  the  agent  for  the  French  Republic  has  waived,  or  now  waives, 
his  demand  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  said  cases  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  that  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  as  presented  in  the  communication  of  Mr. 
de  Caux  of  the  3d  of  October,  1883,  is  not  to  be  raised  in  argument. 

In  this  view  of  the  situation,  and  under  these  circumstances*  the  counsel  for  the 
United  States  will  take  part  in  the  argument  of  these  three  cases ;  but  upon  the  ex- 
press declaration  that  his  action  in  this  respect  is  without  prejudice  to  any  negotia- 
tions that  have  been,  or  may  be,  had  by  the  two  Governments  m  the  case  of  Le  More 
r.  The  United  States,  No.  211,  and  the  protests  that  no  inference  is  to  be  drawn  from 
ihis  action  in  support,  of  any  cla\m  th&timay  be  made  that  this  Commission  has  juis- 
dictiou  over  the  said  case  oi  1a  'M.oxe. 
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B. 

8TATEMRNT. 

In  reference  to  oases  Nos.  13, 16,  and  17,  mentioned  in  a  statement  just  read  to  the 
Commission,  the  agent  for  the  United  States  in  his  letter  of  October  24,  18b3,  to  the 
agent  for  the  French  Republic  stated  that  he  would  delay  a  definite  answer  concem- 
in|^  said  cases  until  he  would  receive  specific  instructions  or  information  as  to  the  de- 
cision finally  had  in  the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  r.  The  United  States,  No.  211. 

The  reply  of  the  agent  for  the  French  Republic,  under  date  of  October  25,  1883, 
has  been,  in  substance,  that  he  would  wait  until  a  more  definite  answer  would  be 
reoeired  by  him  from  the  agent  of  the  United  States. 

The  matter  between  the  two  agents  rests  there,  and  the  question  of  waiving  of  the 
demand  of  withdrawal  of  the  oases  Nos.  13,  16,  and  17  has  not  been  entertained  by 
the  agent  for  the  French  Republic. 


No.  114. 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  Boutwell. 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  February  7, 1884. 

Sib  :  I  transmit  to  yon  herewith,  for  yoar  information,  a  copy  of  a 
despatch  to  this  Department  from  Mr.  Morton^  the  American  minister 
at  Paris,  concerning  the  Le  More  case. 
I  am,  &c., 

FEED.  T.  FEELINGHITTSBN. 


No.  478.]  Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Paria,  January  15,  1884. 

Sir:  Toot  telegrams  of  the  9th  and  11th  instant  in  relation  to  the  Lemore  case  were 
dnlv  received,  and  commnnicated  at  once  to  Mr.  Jnles  Ferry. 

My  telegram  of  the  14th  instant  gave  yon  the  substance  of  the  answer  which  Mr. 
Ferry  proposed  to  make.  This  answer  was  recmved  this  morning,  a  copy  and  trans- 
lation of  which,  with  copies  of  my  telegram,  my  notes  to  Mr.  Ferry  ana  of  your  two 
telegrams  I  inclose  herewith. 

I  will  add  confidentially  that  although  the  French  Government  has  never  made 
directly,  or  even  indirectly,  any  complaint  as  to  the  operations  of  the  Commission,  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  it  has  given  it  very  little  satisfaction. 

The  French  Government  did  not  expect  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission 
would  be  so  elaborate  and  attended  with  such  expenses  and  costs  for  the  claimants. 
They  were  under  the  impression,  it  seems,  that  its  judgments  would  be  rendered  more 
in  equity  than  in  law,  and  that  each  claim  would  be  promptly  and  fairlv  disposed  of 
without  involving  long  and  costly  pleadings  and  charges.  If  I  have  well  understood 
intimations  made  I  must  say,  in  a  very  discreet  manner,  the  French  foreign  office  fears 
that  when  the  results  obtained  by  submitting  the  French  claims  to  this  Commission 
will  be  officially  reported  to  the  chambers,  a  great  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  will  pre- 
Tail.  They  ascribe  this,  I  am  informed,  to  the  great  influence  of  Mr.  Boutwell,  who 
they  say  carries  everything  his  own  way,  and  upon  whom  they  look  as  too  keen  a 
lawyer,  one  whose  hich  position  overshades  the  plain  and  simple  minded  representa- 
tives of  the  French  Government  near  the  Commission. 
I  have,  &c., 

LEVI  P.  MORTON. 

Mr.  FREiyK  T.  Frelinohuysen. 
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Copy  of  a  note  from  Mr,  Morfon  to  Mr,  Jules  Ferry. 

Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Paris f  January  9,  1884. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  sulitnit  herewith  a  copy  and  translation  of  a  telegram  re- 
ceived this  morning  from  mv  Government  in  relation  to  the  case  of  Le  More  which 
was  the  object  of  my  verbal  note  of  the  22d  ultimo  to  yoar  excellency,  and  of  your 
reply  of  the  i^th. 

It  seems  that  this  case  was  not  tried  on  the  SBth  ai»  you  supposed  it  would  be,  and 
that  it  is  still  pending  before  the  Franco- American  Commission. 

Mr.  Frelin^huysou  instructs  me  to  again  request  the  suspension  of  the  trial  pre- 
viously applied  for  and  remarks  that  on  a  preoedinff  occasion  your  Government  made 
a  similar  request  which  was  promptly  complied  with.  As  on  this  occasion  it  was  not 
deemed  that  the  Commission  had  authority  to  decide  upon  the  application  of  Article 
a.  it  is  expected  that  the  same  ruling  will  be  adhered  to  now  and  that  a  reasonable 
time«will  be  allowed  for  negotiation  between  the  two  Gk)vemments  as  to  the  applica- 
bility of  this  article  to  the  present  case. 
I  avail  myself,  &c., 

L.  P.  MORTON. 


Copy  of  a  note  from  Mr.  Morion  to  Mr.  Jules  Ferry. 

Legation.  OF  the  United  States, 

FariSf  January  12,  1884. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  send  herewith  a  copy  and  translation  of  a  telegram  which 
I  have  received  this  morning  from  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  in  relation  to  the  Le  More  case. 

I  cannot  add  anything  to  the  statement  so  clearly  made  by  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  in 
this  telegram ;  the  position  he  has  taken  does  not  need  to  be  supported  by  argument, 
and  I  trust  your  excellenov  will  not  hesitate  to  meet  his  request  with  your  aecnstomed 
friendly  disposition,  which  is  so  cordially  reciprocated  by  my  Government. 

I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion  to  renew,  &o., 

L.  P.  MORTON. 

His  Excellency  Mr.  Jules  Ferrt, 

President  of  the  Council  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs^  Faris. 


Dranslation  of  Mr.  Ferry's  note  to  Mr.  Morton. 

Paris,  January  14, 1884. 

Sir  :  On  the  9th  and  12th  of  this  month  you  were  good  enough  to  communicate  to 
me  two  further  telegrams  from  Mr.  Frelinghuysen,  relative  to  the  claim  broaghtby 
Mr.  Le  More  against  the  Government  of  tne  United  States.  The  Se<3retary  of  State 
insists  upon  a  postponement  of  this  case  until  such  time  as  the  two  Governments 
might  come  to  an  understanding.  He  recalls  that  upon  a  previous  similar  occasion 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  consented  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Taylor 
claim,  thus  concurring  in  the  opinion  of  the  French  Government,  which  refused  tbt 
Commission  the  faculty  of  deciding  with  reference  t^o  the  application  of  article  2  of 
the  treaty  of  1880. 

We  can  but  admit  that  in  the  case  of  the  Taylor  claim,  we  thought  fit  to  insist 
that  the  American  Government  should  itself  enforce  article  2  of  the  treaty  by  with- 
drawing a  claim  which  was  evidently  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  aaid  article. 
Following  the  same  doctrine,  we  have  on  onr  side  withdrawn  previous  to  any  de- 
cision of  the  commission  the  Cayan,  Laplace,  and  Laplante  claims,  and  in  part  the 
Perdreanville  and  Perrodin  claims,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  Washington  cabinet, 
as  in  ours,  did  nut  come  wittiin  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  treaty,  but  in  both 
oas*-s,  if  the  two  Governments,  had  not  succe€»ded  in  coming  to  an  understanding 
upon  the  interlocutory  question,  the  settlement  of  the  same  would  neceasarily  have 
been  left  to  the  commission  itself. 

Such  is  precisely  the  position  in  which  the  two  Governments  are  respectively 
placed  at  the  present  time  with  reference  to  the  Le  More  claim.  The  obaervstions 
made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  have  not  dispelled  the  doubts  that,  in 
our  view,  exist  upon  the  point  as  to  whether  this  claim  should  be  considered  as  hav- 
ing been  previously  decided  by  competent  authorities. 

Hence  it  appears  to  us  impossible  to  deprive  our  compatriot  of  the  last  resonroe 
left  open  to  him. 

At  the  end  of  the  telenam  ann«>x^  V>  ^^i>M  ^^XXwt  ^1  >i^^>a^.\5L  January.  Mr.  Pre- 
linghaysen  aUadetsto  tne  diplomatic  iift%o\a»XVwiE\«iwcai^ 
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previously  to  1880.  Our  legation  at  Washington  has  in  fact  not  ceased  to  endeaTor 
to  obtain  a  settlement,  never  having  admitted  that  the  question  could  be  considered 
as  having  been  finally  determined  upon  by  competent  authorities;  and  if  all  the  pzo- 
ceedingB  taken  were  interrupted  from  1880,  it  is  precisely  because,  in  our  view,  the 
Commission  coustituted  by  tne  treaty  of  that  same  year  was  to  be  called  upon  to  de- 
cide the  question  with  reference  to  which  the  Government  had  been  unable  to  come 
to  an  understanding. 

In  this  position  we  cannot  see  the  utility  of  the  a^ournment  requested  by  the 
'Washington  cabinet,  since  the  controversy  may  be  considered  as  exhausted  after  the 
negotiations  which  took  place  between  the  two  Governments  upon  the  subject-matter. 
A  further  postponement  would  have  no  other  object  than  to  prolong  still  more  the 
period  of  work  of  the  Commission,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  interests  ot  the  claimants. 

Mr.  Roustan  must  have  informed  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  directly  of  the  motives  which 
-do  not  permit  us  to  concur  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  United  States  Government 
in  this  instance,  and  which  determine  us  to  leave  to  the  Commission  the  case  of  finally 
appreciating,  according  to  article  2  of  the  treaty  of  ItfbO,  whether  the  claim  combines 
the  necessary  conditions  to  be  decided  upon  its  merits. 
Receive,  &c., 

JULES  FERRY. 

Mr.  Morton, 

Minister  of  the  United  Statee^  Parte, 


Copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr,  Frelinghuyeen  to  Mr,  Morton, 

Wabhinqton,  January  9. 
Morton,  Minister ,  Paris: 

Mr.  Ferry's  letter  to  you  of  27th  December,  received  from  French  minister,  lacking 
assent  of  both  Governments,  the  French  Commission  decided  to  go  on  with  Le  More 
case.  It  was  to  obtain  this  very  consent  for  delay  that  the  telegram  of  December  2 
was  sent  you.  This  Government  assented  immediately  to  a  similar  request  of  the 
French  Government  in  the  case  of  Taylor  and  Chousseau.  In  the  Taylor  case  the 
French  Governmeut  did  not  deem  the  Commission  competent  to  decide  upon  the 
application  of  article  2.  We  assented  to  this  interpretation,  and  the  case  was  with- 
drawn. French  minister  here  telegraphs  to-day  for  instructions  as  to  consenting  to 
suspend  action  pending  negotiatious.  Urge  suspensiou.  Instruction  to  you  by  this 
mail. 

FRELINGHUYSEN. 


Copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr,  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr,  Morton, 

Washington,  January  11, 1884. 
Morton,  Ministery  Paris : 

The  French  minister  called  on  me  about  eight  months  ago,  insisting  that  what  is 
known  as  the  Taylor  case  should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Commission  because  it  had 
been  decided  finally  by  the  coarts  of  France,  and  consequently  did  not  fall  within 
the  description  of  cases  agreed  to  be  submitted  to  the  Commission.  He  refused  to 
submit  the  question  of  Jurisdiction  to  second  Congress,  saying  that  was  a  diplomatic 
question.  I  agreed  with  him,  and  directed  the  case  to  be  withdrawn,  as  it  was,  ac- 
eordingly. 

The  Le  More  case  has  been  finally  decided  by  the  highest  court  of  this  country.  I 
aek  that  it  be  withdrawn  ;  that  is,  I  ask  the  case  be  not  pressed  at  once,  that  France 
may  consider  the  propriety  of  my  request.  This  is  declined,  leaving  it  to  the  tribunal 
to  determine  the  question  of  Jurisdiction,  the  very  funotion  that  the  Frenoh  minister 
protested  against  in  the  Taylor  case,  iu  which  protest  I  concurred.  It  is  needless  for 
me  to  say  that  this  Government  cannot  submit  to  any  rule  regulating  the  Commission 
but  those  that  are  equal  to  each  nation.  I  trust  that  direction  will  oe  given  that  the 
case  be  delayed  so  that  this  question  may  be  in  an  amicable  manner  adjusted  satis- 
fiictorily  to  both  nations.  If  it  is  not  we  will  insist  upon  the  ruling  in  the  Taylor 
ease  governing  the  Le  More  case.  I  understand  that  it  is  claimed  that  this  Govern- 
ment stated  that  the  Le  More  case  must  be  prosecuted  to  a  final  hearing  in  our  courts, 
and  that  not  until  then  would  they  consider  it  diplomatically.  This  statement,  how- 
ever, was  before  the  trea|;y  of  1860  was  made  excluding  from  the  Commission  all  oases 
that  had  been  finally  Judicially  disposed  of,  and  the  question  now  is  not  whether  that 
claims  shall  be  diplomatically  settled,  but  on  the  contrary,  it  is  claimed  that  it  shall 
be  determined  by  a  Commission,  fh)m  which,  by  the  treaty  of  1880,  it  is  expressly 
excluded. 
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Copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Morion  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Freunohutsen,  Secretary^  Washington : 

Expect  a  written  answer  to-morrow  about  Le  More  case.  I  fear  your  request  will 
not  be  granted.  It  is  remarked  that  in  Taylor  case  you  agreed  with  the  French  Gov- 
ernment that  it  had  been  tried  in  France  ;  in  the  same  manner  France  agreed  with 
you  that  certain  other  cases  had  been  finally  disposed  of  in  the  United  States,  and  they 
were  withdrawn.  Bnt  in  the  Le  More  caee  France  dissents.  She  believes  that  the 
main  point  has  not  been  finally  decided  upon  by  American  courts,  and  sees  no  other 
way  of  settling  this  disagreement  than  by  referring  the  matter  to  the  Commission 
itself.  Powers  of  the  Commission  being  about  to  expire  France  does  not  see  how 
case  can  be  delayed. 

MORTON, 

Minister^ 

Paais,  January  14,  1884. 
(Partly  in  cipher.) 


Ko.  115. 

Mr,  Bouttoell  to  Mr.  Frelinghuyaen. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington^  February  11, 1884. 

Sir:  At  a  meeting  of  the  Commission,  held  the  7th  instant,  the  casu.^ 
of  O.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  v.  the  United  States,  No.  211,  was  called  fc^j 
argument. 

As  the  Marqnis  de  Chambmn  was  about  to  address  the  president^    j 
interposed  and  presented  a  protest,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  inclos^^j, 
I  then  left  the  room,  but  I  am  informed  that  the^  Marquis  de  Cha;^. 
brun  proceeded  with  an  argument  on  behalf  of  the  claimants. 
Very  respectfully, 

GEOEGE  8.  BOUTWBLL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  Statet, 


Washington,  February  6, 1884. 
G.A.  Le  More  &,  Co. 


V  No.  211. 


V, 

The  United  States 

At  a  meeting  of  this  CommiBsion  held  Januarv  15,  1884,  an  order  was  aonouneed 
which  contained,  among  other  things,  a  notice  that  the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co. 
V.  The  United  States,  No.  211,  would  be  argued  before  the  Commission  at  a  meeting 
to  be  held  this  day. 

Upon  the  announcement  now  made  by  the  honorable  president  of  the  Commission, 
that  the  Commission  is  prepared  to  hear  oral  arguments  in  said  case,  the  counsel  for 
the  United  States,  in  obedience  to  the  directions  of  the  honorable  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  United  States,  respectfully  protests  against  any  further  proceedings  in 
said  case,  and  announces  that  he  shaU  take  no  part  therein. 

This  protest  rests  mainly  upon  the  opinion  entertained  by  the  agent  and  counsel  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States,  and  by  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  tbsl 
the  case  of  G.  A.  Le  More  &  Co.  is  the  same  in  fact  as  the  case  of  Isaac  Taylor  v.  The 
Republic  of  France,  No.  1;  that  it  consequently  falls  within  the  principle  and  rule 
adopted  and  acted  iipon  in  the  case  of  Taylor;  and  it  was  therefore,  and  is,  the  doty 
of  the  agent  of  the  Republic  of  France  to  withdraw  the  case  of  G.  A«  Le  More  &>  Co. 
&om  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 
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N^o.  116. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1518  H  Street, 
Washington,  February  20, 1884. 

Sir:  It  is  probable  that  the  work  of  the  Commission  will  be  com- 
pleted by  the  first  of  April,  but  it  is  certain  that  the  work  of  the  Secre- 
tary on  the  part  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Agent  and  Counsel  can- 
not be  finished  at  that  time. 

Between  this  and  the  first  day  of  April  I  may  be  able  to  make  some 
preparation  for  a  final  report,  which  should  contain  a  history  in  brief  of 
the  action  of  the  Commission  in  a  number  of  cases  involving  the  inter- 
pretation of  treaties  and  the  application  of  public  law  to  the  facts  de- 
veloped by  the  testimony.  That  work  is  not  possible  for  me  to  perform 
within  the  time  named. 

If  the  printed  record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commission  is  to  be 
Hrranged  and  the  volumes  bound,  some  provisions  must  be  made  to  de- 
fray the  expense  of  the  work  to  be  performed  after  the  first  day  of 
^pril  next.  Indeed  it  will  not  be  practicable  for  Mr.  Peddrick  to  ac- 
complish much  in  that  direction  until  the  end  of  the  Commission,  inas- 
xnuch  as  there  can  be  no  assurance  that  additions  will  not  be  made  to 
particular  records  arising  from  motions  to  reconsider  the  decisions 
-xnade. 

The  appropriation  made  for  the  support  of  the  Commission  will  be 
sufficient  for  all  these  purposes,  but  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treas- 
ury is  of  opinion  that  the  power  to  draw  upon  the  appropriation  will  be 
then  exhausted. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  thought  it  to  be  my  duty  to  lay  the  facts 
before  you  for  such  action  as  you  may  think  proper. 
V'ery  respectfully, 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL,      ' 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States. 


No.  117. 

Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  Da/vis. 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Street, 

Washington,  February  23, 1884. 

Sir  :  Agreeably  to  the  suggestion  made  by  you  to  Mr.  Peddrick,  I 
have  prepared  a  joint  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  authorize  the  completion  of  the  business  of  this  Com- 
mission. 

If  you  should  think  proper  to  transmit  the  resolution  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  you  may  say  to  them  that  I  will  attend  upon 
them  and  explain  the  business  of  the  Commission  should  I  be  requested 
so  to  do. 

Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  a/nd  Counsel  /or  tke  Umted  ^tA.te;^. 
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JOIKT  RESOLUTION  aathoiising  the  Secretary  of  State  to  complete  the  bntiiieaa  of  the  Fnneh 

and  American  Claima  Commission. 

Besolved  hy  the  Senate  and  Houee  of  Repreeentatives  of  ike  United  States  of  America  in 
Congress  assemhled :  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  and  he  is  hereby  anthorized  to 
cause  the  records  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commissions  to  be  bound  or 
otherwise  pnt  in  suitable  condition  for  preservation  and  cause  a  report  to  be  made  of 
the  decisions  and  doings  of  the  said  Commission  and  otherwise  to  provide  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  business  of  the  said  Commission  and  to  defray  the  expense,  he  is  au- 
thorized to  use  BO  much  of  the  appropriations  heretofore  made  for  the  purpose  of 
defra.ving  the  expenses  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  purposes  contemplated  by  this  resolution. 


:^o.  118. 

Mr,  Boutwell  to  Mr,  Frelinghuysen, 

French  and  American  Claims  Commission, 

1618  H  Street, 
Washington^  March  31,  1884. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  yoa  ofGicially  that  the  French  and 
American  Claims  Commission  completed  its  business  at  the  session  held 
this  day,  and  presented  and  signed  the  final  award  as  required  by  the 
9th  article  of  the  convention. 

The  several  awards  against  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
amount  to  $319,595.02;  the  interest  thereon  amounts  to  $305,971.33. 
This  makes  an  aggregate  of  $625,566.35. 

The  awards  against  the  French  Bepublic,  including  interest,  amount 
to  the  sum  of  13,659.14  francs. 

The  docket  of  the  Commission  shows  that  726  claims  were  presented 
against  the  United  States,  and  that  the  aggregate  of  said  claims  was 
$17,581,000.  The  interest,  at  5  per  cent,  would  have  amounted  to  an 
eqpal  sum.  This  would  have  made  about  $35,000,000  in  all }  the  awards, 
therefore,  are  less  than  2  per  cent,  of  the  sum  claimed. 

This  result  shows  that  many  of  the  claims  were  unfounded  and  others 
greatly  exaggerated.  The  chief  expenses  incident  to  the  defense  of  the 
claims  has  arisen  from  the^^e  facts.  It  is  estimated  that  the  printed 
record  of  the  testimony,  motions,  and  pleadings,  will  amount  iii  the 
aggregate  to  about  100,000  pages. 

I  am  able  to  say,  as  the  result  of  my  acquaintance  with  the  busiuess^ 
of  the  Commission,  that  the  claimants  against  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  have  had  due  allowance  made  for  the  losses  sustained  by 
them  as  far  as  their  claims  were  supported  by  proofs. 

In  two  or  three  instances  claims  against  the  French  Government  have 
been  disallowed  when,  as  it  seemed  to  me,  the  proofs  justified  an  award. 

Upon  the  whole,  however,  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  I  accept  the 
work  of  the  Commission  as  a  just  and  equitable  performance  of  the 
duty  imposed  upon  them  by  the  convention. 

The  questions  raised,  and  the  discussions  and  decisions  of  the  Com- 
mission, have  required  an  interpretation  in  some  particulars  not  only  of 
the  treaty  between  France  and  the  United  States  of  the  15th  of  Janu- 
ary, 1880,  but  also  of  the  treaty  between  France  and  the  United  Sutes 
of  1803,  the  treaty  between  Italy  and  France,  by  which  Nice  and  Savov 
were  ceded  to  France,  and  the  treaty  between  Germanv  and  France  by 
which  the  provincea  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine  were  ceded  t^  Germany 
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tmportaut  questions  of  citizenship  have  been  raised,  discussed,  and 
adjadicated. 

As  the  time  approached  for  the  completion  of  the  business  of  the 
Commissiou  the  duties  of  the  counsel  were  increased,  and  1  have  had 
no  opportunity  to  prepai'e  such  a  report  of  tlie  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
missiou as  their  importance  required.  If,  in  your  opinion,  such  a  report 
is  necessary,  I  shall  be  ready  at  any  time  to  undertake  its  preparation. 
As  my  official  relations  with  you,  and  with  the  Department  of  State, 
are  now  at  an  end,  I  take  great  satisfaction  in  expressing  to  you  my 
thanks  for  the  confidence  and  constant  support  that  I  have  received  at 
your  hands. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

GEOEGE  S.  BOUTWELL, 
Agent  and  Counsel  for  the  United  States, 


No.  119. 

Mr,  Freliiighuysen  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Dbpabtm£nt  of  State, 

Washington,  April  2,  1884. 

Sir  :  I  have  received  and  read  with  very  great  satisfaction  your  letter 
of  the  31st  ultimo,  in  which  you  officially  report  to  this  Department  that 
the  French  and  American  Claims  Commission  on  that  day  completed 
its  business  and  signed  the  final  award,  as  required  by  the  9th  article 
of  the  convention  of  January  15,  1880. 

Your  summary  of  the  amount  of  the  claims  against  this  Government 
presented  to  the  Commission,  and  of  the  total  final  award  against  it,  is 
very  gratifying  to  this  Department,  which  is  not  unaware  of  the  fact 
that  that  favorable  result  is  largely  due  to  the  energetic,  diligent,  and 
intelligent  manner  in  which  you  performed  your  duties  as  agent  and 
counsel  of  this  Government,  aided  by  your  faithful  assistants. 

Adding  my  personal  expression  of  gratification  as  to  the  very  cordial 
relations  which  have  subsisted  between  this  Department  and  yourself 
during  the  entire  term  of  the  Commission, 
--   I  am,  &c., 

FRED.  T.  FRELINGHUYSEN. 


No.  120. 

Mr,  Frelinghuysen  to  Mr.  BoutwelL 

Department  of  State, 

WashingtoUj  April  2,  1884. 

Sir  :  With  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  3l8t  ultimo,  1  have  to  say, 
that  in  view  of  the  number  of  very  important  questions  which  were 
adjudicated  by  the  late  French  and  American  Commission,  it  is,  in  my 
opinion,  very  necessary  that  a  full  and  careful  report  should  be  made  of 
the  proceedings  of  that  tribunal.  I  have  already  asked  Congress  to 
make  provision  for  the  payment  of  the  necessary  ^^^^wsfti^  cn^  §.\\sAv^^v^> 

H.  Ex.  235 40 


618  FRENCH   AND   AMKRICAN   CLAIMS   COMMI86IOK. 

port-.  Should  that  bocly  take  favorable  action  upon  my  recommenda- 
tions, it  is  my  desire  that  you  should,  with  the  aid  of  the  clerk,  prepare 
.such  a  report  as  is  mentioned  above,  in  addition  to  putting  the  records 
and  files  of  the  Commission  into  a  proper  condition  for  preservation  and 
future  reference. 
I  am,  &c., 

FRED'K  T.  FRBLINGHUYSEN. 


Ko.  121. 

.    Mr.  Boutwell  to  Mr.  FrelinghuysetL 

1429  New  York  Avenxte, 

June  28,  1884. 

Sir  :  I  wrote  you  the  2d  of  May  in  regard  to  the  preparation  of  a  re- 
I)ort  of  the  proceedings  of  the  French  and  American  Claims  Commis- 
sion, agreeably  to  the  contents  of  your  letter  to  me  of  the  2d  of  April 
last. 

In  my  letter  I  mentioned  the  compensation  that  I  should  expect, 
namely,  the  sum  equal  to  my  salary  as  agent  for  two  and  a  half  months. 

There  was  some  delay  in  the  outset,  as  the  records  were  not  in  a  con- 
dition to  be  consulted  conveniently.  The  work  is  now  far  advanced, 
and  a  large  share  of  the  matter  is  in  the  printer's  hands. 

Mr.  Peddrick  has  sent  me  checks  for  three  months'  pay,  upon  the 
ba^is  of  my  salary.    This  will  be  accepted  in  full  for  the  entire  work, 
but  if  you  think  the  compensation  should  be  limited  to  the  pay  as  agent 
for  two  and  a  half  mouths  I  will  adjust  the  account  upon  that  basis. 
With  great  respect, 

GEORGE  S.  BOUTWELL. 


a^os 


